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FORWARD 
PREDA MIHAILESCU 


Exercises are in mathematics like a vitalizer: they strengthen and train the 
elasticity of the mind, teach a variety of successful methods for approaching 
specific problems, and enrich the professional culture with interesting questions 
and results. For a good treatment of a theory, examples and exercises are the 
art of presenting concrete applications, reflecting the strength and potential 
of the theoretical results. A strong theory explained only by simple exercise 
often may reduce the motivation of the reader. 

At the other end, there is a wide reserve of problems and exercises of 
elementary looking nature, but requiring vivid mind and familiarity with a 
good bag of tricks, problems of styles which were much developed by the inter- 
est that mathematical competition attracted worldwide in the last 50 years. 
These problems can only loosely be ordered into applications of individual 
theories of mathematics, their flavor and interest relaying in the way they 
combine different areas of knowledge with astute techniques of solving. Often, 
not always, the problems addressed have some deeper interest of their own 
and can very well be encountered as intermediate steps in the development of 
mathematical theories. From this perspective, a good culture of problems can 
be to a mathematician as helpful, as the familiarity with classical situations 
in chess matches, to a professional chess player: they develop the aptitude to 
recognize, formulate and solve individual problems that may play a crucial 
role in theories and proofs of deeper significance. 

The book at hand is a powerful collection of competition problems with 
number theoretical flavor. They are generally grouped according to common 
aspects, related to topics like Divisibility, GCD and LCM, decomposition of 
polynomials, Congruences and p-adic valuations, etc. And these aspects can 
be found in the problems discussed in the respective chapter — beware though 
to expect much connection to the typical questions one would find in an in- 
troductory textbook to number theory, at the chapters with the same name. 
The problems here are innovative findings and questions, and the connection 
is more often given by the methods used for the solution, than by the very 
nature of the problem. 
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Some problems have a simple combinatorial charm of their own, without 
requiring much more than good observation — for instance (p. 512, N 25), 
Find all m,n,p E Qso such that all of the numbers m + a, n+, p+ a 
are integers. Others appear even weird at a first glance, like (p. 656, N 8): 
For coprime positive integers p,q, prove that: 


‘> piede OE Pa ae even 
k=0 1 if pq isodd ’ 


or (N 36, p. 543), requiring to show that infinitely many primes are coprime 
to the terms of the polynomially recursive sequence given by a; = 1 and 
an+ı = (a2 + 1)? — a3. When one then does the homework, one notices that 
several useful and non trivial notions about floors are required for solving the 
problem. 

The book also contains some basic propositions, which are in big part 
classical theorems, but also more specialized results, that can be applied for 
solving further problems. Thus, beyond the spontaneous charm of some of the 
exercises, most problems are involved and require a good combination of solid 
understanding of the theoretical basics, with a good experience in problem 
solving. 

Working through the book one learns a lot. Do you want to know more 
on how large the difference between the product of k consecutive integers and 
their LCM can become? A series of results will provide an answer — and you 
will then certainly find also a set of variations of this theme. For primes p, 
the Fermat quotient ¢(2) = ao mod p has a well known development in 
terms of harmonic sums. But if you want to know higher terms in its p-adic 
development, you can find them in the chapter on p-adic values. Together with 
a series of less known, classical congruences of higher order of Wolfenstone, 
Morley, Ljunggren et. al., this leads to a series of interesting questions and 
problems. 

Not all problems are atomic training subjects; at the contrary, by a good 
choice of the problems, the authors may group elementary results that lead to 
remarkable understanding of some fundamental number theoretical functions, 
like 7, 0, T, ġ — the prime distribution function, the number of divisors and their 
sum, and the Euler totient, respectively. Here also, if you want for instance to 
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understand how it happens that the fibers of the inverse 6~1(X) of the Euler 
totient may become indefinitely large, several exercises lead to the understand- 
ing of this phenomenon. It will not surprise that among the authors or solvers 
of the problems presented, one encounters numerous famous mathematicians, 
from classical to contemporaneous, ranging from Gauss, Lagrange, Euler and 
Legendre, through V. Lebesgue, Lucas, but also Hurwitz and, unsurprisingly, 
Erdős and Schinzel: the borders between research mathematics and advanced 
problem solving are fluid. 

This very short and selective overview of the book should have already 
suggested that the book can be read with various attitudes and expectations, 
and there is always much to profit from it. The reader may traverse entire 
chapters of the book and get familiar with the specifics of the posed problems, 
but should definitely invest the time for trying to solve at least two or three 
problems alone, each time when working again with this book. In spite of the 
well structured construction of the book, one can easily jump to chapters or 
sections of interest — they are to a large extent self-consistent. And if not, good 
references help to find the necessary facts which were discussed at previous 
places of the book. 

Altogether — while students eager to acquire experience helping to reach 
outstanding performance in mathematical competitions will profit most from 
this book, it is certainly a good companion both for professional mathemati- 
cians and for any adult with an active interest in mathematics Each one of 
them will find it a leisure to read and work over and over again through the 
problems of this book. 


Preda Mihăilescu 

Göttingen, May 2017 

Mathematisches Institut der Universität Göttingen 
E-mail: predaQuni-math.gwdg.de 


Telegram: @math_books 
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Chapter 1 


Introduction 


Based on lectures given by the authors at the AwesomeMath Summer 
Program over several years, this book is a slightly non-standard introduction to 
elementary number theory. Nevertheless, it still develops theoretical concepts 
from scratch with full proofs. The book insists on exemplifying these results 
through interesting and rather challenging problems. In particular, the reader 
will not find many advanced concepts in this book, but will encounter quite a 
lot of intriguing results that can be proven using “basic” number theory yet 
nonetheless test one’s problem-solving aptitude. 

The book is divided into six large chapters, each focusing on a fundamental 
concept or result. Each chapter is itself divided into sections that reinforce 
a specific topic through a large series of examples arranged (subjectively) in 
increasing order of difficulty. In particular, the first two chapters are largely 
elementary but fundamental for appreciating the rest of the book. The topics 
explored in these two chapters are classical: divisibility, congruences, Eu- 
clidean division, greatest common divisor, and least common multiple. With 
the theoretical concepts being fairly elementary, the focus is more on concrete 
problems and interesting applications, for instance, Diophantine equations, fi- 
nite differences, and problems with a combinatorial flavor. The third chapter 
is devoted to the fundamental theorem of arithmetic and its numerous applica- 
tions. After proving basic properties of prime numbers and the uniqueness of 
prime factorization, the authors emphasize their utility and vast scope among 
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arithmetic functions. There are many non-standard and sometimes surprising 
results in this chapter. 

The fourth and fifth chapters, devoted to congruences involving prime num- 
bers and to the distribution of prime numbers, are in some sense the heart 
of the book. Each of the classical congruences (Fermat, Wilson, Lagrange, 
and Lucas) is studied in depth in the fourth chapter, along with numerous ex- 
amples of their use, for instance, quadratic residues, the number of solutions 
to polynomial congruences, and congruences involving binomial coefficients or 
higher congruences. In the fifth chapter, p-adic valuations are used to study 
the distribution of prime numbers. This has the advantage of being fairly ele- 
mentary, while still producing beautiful and nontrivial results. The key results 
of this chapter are Legendre’s theorem and the arithmetic of binomial coeffi- 
cients, leading to strong results concerning the distribution of prime numbers. 
Finally, the sixth chapter discusses congruences for composite moduli, intro- 
ducing further essential concepts and results: the Chinese remainder theorem, 
Kuler’s theorem, and their applications to primitive roots modulo integers. 
The main focus is again providing many examples of these concepts’ applica- 
tions (in particular, the reader will find a whole section devoted to systems of 
congruences). Each chapter contains a long list of practice problems, whose 
solutions are presented at the end of the book. 

Experience has shown that it is easier to make students appreciate the 
beauty and power of a result when it is enhanced by pertinent and challenging 
examples. We strove to achieve this, a possible explanation for the book’s 
length, although the theoretical material is rather classical and standard. 

We would like to thank our students at the AwesomeMath Summer Pro- 
gram on whom we tested a large part of this material and who supplied many 
of the solutions presented here. We are also indebted to Richard Stong for 
a very careful reading of the book, for pointing out many inaccuracies, and 
for supplying a great deal of solutions (many of which were simpler and more 
elegant than ours!). 


Titu Andreescu Gabriel Dospinescu Oleg Mushkarov 


Chapter 2 
Divisibility 


This first chapter is fairly elementary and discusses basic properties of 
divisibility, congruences and the Euclidean division. These will be constantly 
used later on in the book and represent the foundations of arithmetic, on 
which we will build more advanced results later on. We tried to insist more on 
relatively nonstandard examples or applications, some of which are relatively 
nontrivial (such as the topic of finite differences and their applications to 
congruences). 


2.1 Basic properties 


In this section we introduce the notion of divisibility and study some of its 
basic properties. 
2.1.1 Divisibility and congruences 


We start by defining the divisibility relation. 


Definition 2.1. Let a,b be integers. We say that a divides b and write a | b 
if there is an integer c such that b = ac. 


There are many equivalent ways of saying that a divides b: we can also say 
that b is divisible by a, that a is a divisor of b or that b is a multiple of a. All 
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these formulations are used in practice. Note that if a Æ 0, then saying that a 
divides b is equivalent to saying that the rational number b is an integer. The 
previous definition takes into account the possibility that a = 0, in which case 
a divides b if and only if b = 0. In other words, any integer is a divisor of 0, 
and 0 is the only multiple of 0. 

If 2 divides an integer n, we say that n is even. Otherwise, we say that 
n is odd. Thus the even integers are ..., —2, 0, 2, 4, 6, ..., while the odd ones 
are ... — 3,—1,1,3,5,..... Note that if n is odd, then n — 1 is even, in other 
words any integer n is either of the form 2k or 2k + 1 for some integer k. In 
particular, we obtain that the product of two consecutive integers is always 
even. We deduce for instance that if a is an odd integer, say a = 2k + 1, then 


a? —1=4k(k+1) 


is a multiple of 8. In particular any perfect square (i.e. number of the form 
x? with x an integer) is either a multiple of 4 or of the form 8k + 1 for some 
integer k. 

The following result summarizes the basic properties of the divisibility 
relation. 


Proposition 2.2. The divisibility relation has the following properties: 
1. (reflexivity) a divides a for all integers a. 
2. (transitivity) Ifa |b and b |c, thena | c. 


3. Ifa,by,..., bn are integers anda | b; for1 <i <n, thena | bjcy+...+bncn 
for all integers c1, ..., Cn. 


4. Ifa|b anda|b+c, thena |c. 
5. Ifn|a—b andn |a —b', thenn | aa’ — bv’. 


Proof. All of these properties follow straight from the definition. We only 
prove properties 3) and 5) here, leaving the others to the reader. For property 
3), write b; = az; for some integers x;. Then 


bici +... + bnCn = a1 C1 +... + aLnCn = a(T1C1 +... + ZnCn) 
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is a multiple of a. For property 5), write a — b = kn and a’ — b' = k’n for some 
integers k, k’. Then 


aa’ — bb! = (b+ kn)(b' + k'n) — bb! = n(bk' +b'k + nkk’), 
thus n | aa’ — bb’. Oo 
We introduce next a key notation and definition, that of congruences: 


Definition 2.3. Let a,b,n be integers. We say that a and b are congruent 
modulo n and write 
a=b (mod n) 


ifn|a—b. 


Most parts of the following theorem are simple reinterpretations of propo- 
sition 2.2. They are of constant use in practice. 


Theorem 2.4. For all integers a, b,c,d,n we have 

a) (reflexivity) a =a (mod n). 

b) (symmetry) Ifa =b (mod n) then b=a (mod n). 

c) (transitivity) If a =b (mod n) andb=c (mod n), then a = c (mod n). 

d) Ifa =c (mod n) and b =d (mod n), thena+b=c+d (mod n) and 
ab = cd (mod n). 

e) If a = b (mod n), then ac = be (mod nc). Conversely, if ac = bc 
(mod nc) and c #0, then a =b (mod n). 


Proof. a), b), c), d) are either clear or consequences of proposition 2.2. Prop- 
erty e) is immediate and left to the reader. 0 


Remark 2.5. We cannot cancel congruences without taking care. In other 
words, it is not true that if ab = ac (mod n), then b = c (mod n) or a = 0 
(mod n). For instance 2-2 = 2-0 (mod 4), but 2 is not congruent to 0 modulo 
4. We will see later on that we can "cancel a" in a congruence ab = ac (mod n) 
provided n and a share no common divisor except +1. 


Let us illustrate the previous theorem with some concrete problems (where 
no congruence is mentioned!). 
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Example 2.6. Find the last digit of 91003 — 7902 + 3801, 
Proof. We have 9103 = (—1)1003 = —1 =9 mod 10. In addition, 


7902 = 49451 = (_1)1=_1 mod 10. 


Finally, 
3801 = 3 . (34)200 = 3.1700 =3 mod 10. 
Hence 
01003 -17902 -j 3301 = (—1)-— (—1)+3=3 mod 10, 
so the last digit is 3. O 


Example 2.7. Prove that for any n € N the number ap = 11%+? + 12?"+1 is 
divisible by 133. 


Proof. We have 12? = 144 = 11 (mod 133), hence 
an = 11°42 412-144” = 11°42 412-11" = 11"(121 +12) =0 (mod 133). O 


Example 2.8. (Kvant, M 274) Find the least number of the form: 
(i) [11* — 54, 
(ii) [36 — 5'1, 
(iii) |53* — 374], 
where k and l are positive integers. 


Proof. (i) The last digit of |11* — 5!| is either 6 or 4, thus the least number of 
the form |11* — 5'| must be at least 4. Since |11? — 53| = 4, we deduce that 
the answer is 4. 

(ii) We have 11 = |36 — 52| and we will show that this is the least number 
of the form |36* — 5!|. Suppose that for some k,l we have |36* — 5!| < 10. 
Since 36* — 5! = 6—5 = 1 (mod 10), we deduce that 36% —5! = 1 or 36% —5! = 
—9. The first equality is impossible since it would imply that 0-1 = 1 
(mod 4), impossible. The second equality is also impossible since it would 
yield 0 — (—1)! = 0 (mod 3), again impossible. This finishes the proof. 
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(iii) Note first that the given numbers are divisible by 4 since 53° and 
37' are congruent to 1 modulo 4. We will show that the desired number is 
16 = |53 — 37|. Note that 


53* =(-1)* (mod 9), 37 =1 (mod 9). 
Hence N = |53* — 37'| = 0, +2 (mod 9) which shows that N#4,8,12. O 


The following fundamental theorem is of constant use. 


Theorem 2.9. a) If a,b are integers, then a — b | a* — b for all k > 1. 

b) More generally, if d,n are positive integers such that d|n, then at —b? | 
a” — b” for all integers a,b. Moreover, if Ẹ is odd, then at +b? | a” +0" for 
all integers a,b (in particular a + b | a” + b” for all integers a,b if n is odd). 


Proof. a) This follows directly from the identity 
a! — b! = (a — b) (a71 + a¥™2b + ... apt? + b71). 


b) Let n = kd for some positive integer k. Then setting z = af, y = b¢ we 
are reduced to showing that x — y | z? — y* (which follows from part a)) and 
z+ y | z} +y" when k is odd, which follows from 


e+y=x2-(-y)|2*—(-y)*=a* + y". o 
Remark 2.10. 1) We will see later on that under rather weak hypotheses, the 


divisibility a” — b™ | a” — b” implies m | n. 
2) The identity 


a” — b” = (a — b)(a™ 1 + a" 7b + ... + ab"? + 671) 


is absolutely fundamental in arithmetic and the reader should become very 
familiar with it, since it will be used constantly in this book. Indeed, in many 
cases the results of theorem 2.9 are strong enough, but in some circumstances 
a finer analysis of the term a”! + a”™?b + ... + b"~! is crucial. 


The following result is a simple translation of the previous theorem in 
terms of congruences: 


8 Chapter 2. Divisibility 


Corollary 2.11. Let a,b,n be integers, let k be a positive integer and let d | k 
a positive divisor of k. 

a) Ifa =b (mod n), then a* =b (mod n). 

b) If at =b? (mod n), then a! = b* (mod n). 

c) If at = —b¢ (mod n) and § is odd, then a* = —b* (mod n). 


Example 2.12. Using that 641 = 27-5 + 1, prove that 641 | 2°? + 1. 


Proof. We have 2” -5 = —1 (mod 641), thus 278 . 54 = 1 (mod 641). Since 
641 = 54 + 24 we have 5+ = —2* (mod 641), thus 28 . 5+ = —23% (mod 641) 
and so —29? = 1 (mod 641), which is exactly what we need. o 


Example 2.13. a) Prove that if n is a positive integer, then 9 divides the 
difference between n and the sum of its decimal digits. 

b) Let n be a positive integer and let S; (respectively S2) be the sum of 
the digits of n at the odd (respectively even) positions (the last digit of n has 
position 0). Prove that n = S2 — Sı (mod 11). 


Proof. a) Write 
n = Uden = ap 10" + ap—110%7t +... + ao 
for some decimal digits ax, ...,ao with a, #0. Then 
n — (ao +a, +... + ax) = a4(10" — 1) + ap-1 (10%7! — 1) + ... + a1 (10 — 1) 


is a multiple of 9, since each term in the sum is a multiple of 9 thanks to 
theorem 2.9. 

b) The proof is identical to that of part a), the key point being the con- 
gruence 10’ = (—1)* (mod 11) for all i. oO 


Example 2.14. (Kvant M 676) Prove that for every positive integer n the sum 
of the digits of 1981” is not less than 19. 


Proof. Write S(x) for the sum of the decimal digits of z. Since 9 | x — S(x) for 
all z and since 9 | 1981” — 1 (as 9 | 1980), it follows that 9 | S(1981”) — 1 and 
so S(1981”) is one of the numbers 1, 10, 19, .... Since 1981” ends in 1 (because 
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10 | 1981” — 1) it follows that $(1981”) > 1. Suppose that $(1981") = 10, 
thus $(1981" — 1) = 9. Denote by S (respectively S2) the sum of the digits 
of 1981” — 1 at the odd (respectively even) positions. Then 0 < 51, S2 < 9. 
On the other hand 1981” — 1 is divisible by 1980, thus it is divisible by 11. 
Hence Sı — S2 is divisible by 11 (by the previous example) and we conclude 
that Sı = S2. But Sı + S2 = 9, a contradiction.Thus $(1981") > 19 for all 
n. O 


Example 2.15. Let Fa = 2?” +1 be the nth Fermat number. Prove that 
F,,|2¥° —2foralln>1. 


Proof. It suffices to show that F, | 2-1 — 1. Note that 
Fa | QZ -DZ +1) a2?" = 1, 


If a | b then 2° — 1 | 2? — 1 by theorem 2.9. It suffices therefore to show that 
2+1 | Fa — 1, or equivalently n + 1 < 2”. This is clear. oO 


An immediate consequence of the previous theorem is the following very 
useful: 


Proposition 2.16. If f is a polynomial with integer coefficients, then for all 
integers a,b 
a —b | f(a) — f(b). 
Thus, if a =b (mod n) for some integer n, then f(a) = f(b) (mod n). 
Proof. Write 
f(X) = co + ax +... + cn X” 


for some integers co, ---, Cn and some n > 0. Then 
f(a) — F(b) = ci (a — b) + c(a? — b?) +... + en(a” — b”) 


and each term in the sum is a multiple of n by theorem 2.9. The result 
follows. 0 


Example 2.17. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients and let a be 
a positive integer such that f(a) # 0. Prove that there are infinitely many 
positive integers b such that f(a) | f(b). 
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Proof. We take b=a+k|f(a)| with k a positive integer. Then 


f(a) | k|f(a)| =b- a | f) — f(a) 
and so f(a) | f(b). Since k is arbitrary, the result follows. o 


2.1.2 Divisibility and order relation 


Another key property of the divisibility relation that we want to emphasize 
in this section is its relationship with the usual order on the set of integers: 
the next proposition roughly says that a divisor of a number cannot exceed 
that number. One has to be a little bit careful when making such a statement 
(note that 1 is a divisor of —2, but it is certainly not less than —2), so we 
formalize this as follows: 


Proposition 2.18. Ifa divides b and b £ 0, then |a| < |b|. 
Proof. Write b = ac, then c Æ 0 (since b Æ 0), hence |b| = |a| - |c| > lal. o 


Remark 2.19. The hypothesis b Æ 0 is crucial in the previous proposition. The 
number 0 plays a very special role: it is the only integer having infinitely many 
divisors. More precisely, 0 is divisible by all integers, since if a is any integer, 
then 0 =a- 0. On the other hand, if n € Z has infinitely many divisors, then 
necessarily n = 0: otherwise, by the previous proposition any divisor d of n 
satisfies d € {—]n], ...0, 1, ..., |n|}, hence n has only finitely many divisors. The 
next example is a nice illustration of this important observation. 


Example 2.20. (Russia 1964) Let a, b be integers and let n be a positive integer 
such that k — b | k” — a for infinitely many integers k. Prove that a = b”. 


Proof. For any integer k we have k — b | k” — b”, so if k — b | k” — a, then 
k —b| (k” — b") — (k” —a) =a- b". 


Using the hypothesis of the problem, we deduce that a—b" has infinitely many 
divisors and so a — b” = 0. The result follows. m 


One of the consequences of the previous proposition is the following prop- 
erty of the divisibility relation. 
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Corollary 2.21. If a,b are integers such that a | b and b | a, then |a| = |b|, 
i.e. a = +b. 


Proof. Everything is clear if a = 0 or b = 0. Otherwise, the previous proposi- 
tion gives |a| < |b| and |b| < |a|, thus |a| = |b]. o 


Erample 2.22. Find all integers n such that a—b | a? +b? — nab for all distinct 
integers a,b. 


Proof. The identity a?+b?—nab = (a—b)?+(2—n)ab shows that a—b|(2—n)ab 
for all a # b € Z Taking b = 1 and a = k +1, with k a positive integer, we 
deduce that k | (2—n)(k+1) =(2—n)k+2—nand sok |2—n. Hence 2—n 
has infinitely many divisors and n = 2. Conversely, n = 2 is a solution of the 
problem. o 


Example 2.23. (Putnam 2007) Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with positive 
integer coefficients. Prove that if n is a positive integer, then f(n) divides 
f(f(n)+ 1) if and only if n = 1. 


Proof. We have f(f(n)+1) = f(1) (mod f(n)). If n = 1, then this implies 
that f(f(n)+ 1) is divisible by f(n). Otherwise, 0 < f(1) < f(n) since f is 
nonconstant and has positive coefficients, so f (f(n) + 1) cannot be divisible 
by f(n). 0 


Example 2.24. a) Prove that for any positive integer n there are distinct pos- 
itive integers x and y such that x + j divides y + j for j = 1,2,3,...,n. 

b) Suppose that x, y are positive integers such that x + j divides y + j for 
all positive integers j. Prove that x = y. 


Proof. a) We have z + j | y +j if and only if x +j | (y +i)— (+i) =y-rz. 
Thus it is enough to ensure that y — x is a multiple of (x + 1)(x + 2)...(x +n), 
for instance y = g + (x + 1)(x + 2)...(x +n). 

b) Arguing as in a), we see that y — z must be a multiple of x + j for all 
positive integers j. Remark 2.19 yields y = x and we are done. o 


Example 2.25. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients, of degree n > 1. 
What is the maximal number of consecutive integers belonging to the sequence 


F, f(2), F8), ...? 
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Proof. For the polynomial f(X) = X + (X — 1)(X — 2)...(X — n) we have 
f(1) = 1, f(2) = 2,..., f(n) = n, thus we have n consecutive numbers in the 
sequence f(1), f(2),.... We will prove that we cannot have more. Assume for 
contradiction that we can find positive integers a1, ...,a@n+1 and an integer x 
such that f(a;) = «+i for1<i<n+1. Then f(ai41) — flai) =lisa 
multiple of a;41 — a;, thus aj41 — a; equals 1 or —1 for all 7. Since aj,..., an+1 
are clearly pairwise distinct (since so are their images by f), we deduce that we 
cannot have sign changes in the sequence a2 — a1, a3 — a2, ..., n+1 — ân (indeed, 
otherwise there would exist į such that a;,1 — a; is the opposite of aj42 — ai41, 
which would force a; = a;+2). Thus the sequence ag — a1, a3 — Q2, ..., An+1 — ûn 
must either consist only of 1’s or only of —1’s. We can thus find a sign £ such 
that aj41 — a; = € for all i. But then a; = a; + €- (i — 1) for all i, hence 
flan —e+e-t) =2+i for 1 <i<n+1. We deduce that the polynomial 
f(a1 -—e+e-X)-—2-X has at least n+1 distinct roots, which is impossible 
since it has degree precisely n. This proves that the answer of the problem is 
n. O 


Example 2.26. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients, of degree n > 2. 
Prove that the equation f(f(x)) = a has at most n integral solutions. 


Proof. Let x,y be distinct integers such that f(f(z)) = x and f(f(y)) = y. 
Then z — y = f(f(x)) — f(f(y)) is a multiple of f(x) — f(y), which in turn 
is a multiple of z — y. Thus necessarily |f(x) — f(y)| = |x — y|. Consider 
now integers a1 < ... < aq such that f(f(ai:)) = a; for 1 < i < d. Then 
the previous observation yields |f(a;) — f(a;)| = aj — a; for i < j. We claim 
that the sequence f(a1),...,f(a@q) is either increasing or decreasing. Indeed, 
we have 


lf (ai+1) — f(ai) + f (Gite) — f(aita)| = |f (ai+2) — f(ai)| 


= i42 — a; = |f (iti) — f(ai)| + |f (ai+2) — flai), 


therefore f(ai41) — f(ai) and f(ai+2) — f(ai41) must have the same sign for 
all ¿, proving the claim. 

Assume that f(a1),..., f (an) is increasing (the other case is similar). Then 
necessarily f(aj+1) — f(ai) = ai41 — a; for all i, in other words there is some 
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number c such that f(a;) — a; = c for 1 < i < d. Since f(X) — X — c has 
degree n, it can have at most n distinct roots and so d < n, as desired. O 


Remark 2.27. A more general problem (in which f o f is replaced with f o f o 
... O f) was proposed at the IMO 2006. 


Example 2.28. (Tournament of the Towns 2002) Let a; < az < ... be an infinite 
increasing sequence of positive integers such that a, divides aj +a2 +... +an—1 
for n > 2002. Prove that there is a positive integer no such that 


An = A, +... + An-1 
for all n > no. 


Proof. By hypothesis, there is a sequence £2002, £2003, --- Of positive integers 
such that for all n > 2002 we have 


aı +ag+... + An-1 = LnQn. 


Write the previous relation with n + 1 instead of n and subtract the two 
resulting relations. We obtain 


Ln41On+1 = Znan + An = an (Tn + 1) (1) 


We deduce that 
an 
In41 = —— (Tn + 1) < £n +1, 
Qn+1 


since an < Gn41. Consequently, tn41 < Tn for n > 2002. Since there is 
no decreasing infinite sequence of positive integers, we deduce that there is 
no > 2002 such that for all n > no we have £n+1 = £n. Let k = £no, then 
In = k for n > no and relation (1) becomes 


kanti = (k+1)an 
for n > ng. In particular, 


an = k(an41 — an) 
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is a multiple of k for n > no. Writing an = kbn, we also have bn = k(bn+1 —bn) 
and so k | bn for all n, that is k? | an for all n > no. An immediate induction 
then shows that kJ | an for all j > 1 and all n > no. In particular, kh < Ang 
for all 7 > 1, which forces k = 1. But then 


ai Fis + An-1 = kan = An 
for n > no and we are done. O 


A fundamental property that easily follows from the relationship between 
divisibility and order relation as well as basic properties of odd and even 
numbers is: 


Theorem 2.29. Letn be a nonzero integer. There is a unique pair of integers 
(a,b) with a > 0, b odd and n = 2° - b. 


Proof. Let us start by proving uniqueness. Suppose that 2%b = 2°d with 
a,c > 0 and b,d odd, and assume that a 4 c. Without loss of generality, we 
may assume that a < c, then b = 2°"“d is even, a contradiction. Thus a = c 
and then b = d. 

In order to prove the existence part, consider the set of powers of 2 which 
divide n. This set is finite, since if 2° divides n, then a < 2% < |n|. Thus there 
is a largest integer a such that 2° | n. Write n = 2%b for some integer b. If b 
is even, then b = 2c for some integer c and then 2°*! | n, contradicting the 
maximality of a. Thus b is odd and the result is proved. O 


Remark 2.30. 1) It follows easily from the previous theorem that if a,b are 
integers such that ab is a power of 2, i.e. ab = 2” for some n > 0 then |a| and 
|b| (but not necessarily a and b) are also powers of 2. 

2) From the uniqueness part of the theorem, it follows that ifn = 2m 
is even and an odd number d divides n, then d divides m. This is our first 
example of a cancellation in congruences and we will use it frequently. 


Yet another result that is fairly useful in practice is the following: 
Theorem 2.31. Ifa is an odd integer, then for all n > 0 


gn+2 | a” an 
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Proof. We have 
a?” —1=(a—1)(a4+1)(a? + 1)(a* +1)...(a” +1). 


Since a is odd, (a—1)(a+1) =a? — 1 ele of 8, and a? +1, at +1... 
a2"~* +1 are each multiples of 2. Hence a?” —1 is a multiple of g3+(n=1) — = gnt2, 
as desired. 

Of course, the statement can also be proved by induction on n: for n = 0 
it is equivalent to 8 | a? — 1, which we have already seen. Assuming that 
a?” =1+k-2"+?, we have 


wore = (a2")? x (L+k.20+2)2 = 1+k-2rt3 4 p2g2nt4 = 1+ (k+ R72" * 1988 


gn-1 


and the result follows. oO 


We will use the previous two theorems throughout the book. The next 
examples are a few illustrations of these results. 


Example 2.32. Let n be an integer greater than 1. Prove that n is odd if and 
only if n divides 1” + 2” + ... + (n — 1)”. 


Proof. If n is odd, then k” + (n— k)” is a multiple of n for 1 < k < n—1, hence 
2(1” +2” +... + (n—1)”) is a multiple of n and then n | 1” +2” +...+(n-— 1)”. 
Suppose that n is even and write n = 2°m with a > 1 and m odd. If k is odd, 
then k” = (k?*)™ =1 (mod 2°), while if k is even, then k” = 0 (mod 2%). We 
deduce that 

1” +2” +... + (n1) =2!m (mod 2°) 


and so 2° cannot divide 1” + 2” + ... + (n — 1)”. o 


Example 2.33. Prove that if n > 1 then s = 1 + ł + 3 +... + ł is not an 
integer. 


Proof. Let a be the product of all odd integers less than or equal to n, and 
let k be the largest integer such that 2¥ < n. We claim that 2*—1as is not an 
integer. If 1 < m < n with m # 2*, then m can be written in the form 2u 
where 0 < t < k— 1 and 1 < u < n is an odd integer. Hence m | 2k-1q, so 
2k-1q. + is an integer. Hence 2*-1as = N + $ for some integer N. But a is 


odd, hence 4 is not an integer. It follows that a is not an integer. O 
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Example 2.34. Is there a polynomial f(x,y) in two variables, with integer 
coefficients and having the following properties: 

a) The equation f(x,y) = 0 has no integral solutions. 

b) For each positive integer n there are integers x, y such that n | f(x,y)? 


Proof. We will show that f(x,y) = (2x — 1)(3y — 1) is such a polynomial. It 


is clear that f(x,y) = 0 has no integral solutions, since it forces z = 5 or 


y= i. Now let n be a positive integer and write n = 2*m with k > 0 and m 
odd. Note that 3 | 22F+t + 1 = 2. 4E +1 (since 3 | 4* — 1), thus we can write 
2?k+1 — 3y — 1 for some integer y. Setting x = TÈ (an integer, since m is 
odd) we obtain 

(2x — 1)(3y — 1) = m- 2+1, 


a multiple of n. (m 


Example 2.35. (Turkey TST 2016) Find all functions f : N —> N such that 
for all m,n > 1 we have f(mn) = f(m)f(n) and m+n | f(m)+ f(n). 


Proof. Clearly for any odd positive integer k setting f(x) = z“ yields a solution 
of the problem. We will prove that these are all solutions. First of all, note 
that f(1) = 1 since f(1) = f(1)? and f(1) is positive. Next, we focus on f (2). 
Write f(2) = 2*(2r + 1) for some k,r > 0. Assume that r > 0, then 


14 2r | f(1) + f(2r) =14 f(2)f(r) = 14 2%(2r +.1)f(r), 


thus 1+ 2r | 1, impossible. Thus f(2) = 2*. Since f(mn) = f(m)f(n) for all 
m,n, we have f(2”) = 2 for all n > 1. Since 6 | f(2) + f(4) = 2* + 4*, we 
deduce that k is odd. Finally, for any n > 1 and any d > 1 we have n+ 2¢ | 
f(n) + f(2% = f(n) + 24 and, since k is odd, we also have n + 2¢ | në + 24, 
thus n+2% | f(n)—n*. Fixing n and letting d vary we deduce that f(n) = në 
for all n (since f(n) — n* has infinitely many divisors, namely all numbers 
n+ 24 with d > 1), finishing the proof. o 


We end this section with a few more challenging examples, which combine 
most of the time all the previous techniques. The first one is a famous IMO 
problem, which became an absolute classic. The method of the proof (also 
known as infinite descent) goes back to Fermat and crucially uses the ordering 
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of integers. In many cases we need to prove that certain diophantine equations 
f (x1, ...;2%) = 0 have no solutions, or only "trivial solutions" (those that one 
can find "at a glance"). The idea is to start with a potential solution (or 
a "nontrivial" solution) of the equation and produce a "smaller" one. If the 
"smaller" solution created is not "trivial", one repeats the process. We obtain 
this way a sequence of solutions, which become "smaller" and "smaller", forcing 
therefore the process to stop. One can also argue (perhaps more directly) by 
contradiction and consider a "minimal" solution of the problem and then reach 
a contradiction after having created a "smaller" solution. 

Let’s see how this works precisely in a simple example, before embarking 
in the more challenging example below. Consider the equation x? + y? = 3z?. 
We claim that the only solution in integers is the "trivial" one, namely z = 
y =z = 0. Indeed, consider a solution (x,y,z) which is not trivial. Then 3 
divides x? + y?. Checking several cases, it is a simple matter to deduce that 
x,y must both be multiples of 3. Then z = 321, y = 3y; and 2? = 3(x? + y2). 
We deduce that z is a multiple of 3 (otherwise z? = 1 (mod 3)), say z = 321 
and then 2? + y? = 3z?. Thus (21,41, 21) is also a solution of the equation, 
and it is not trivial, since (x,y,z) is not trivial. On the other hand 


lzi] + Iya] + [zal] = < lel +lyl + |zl, 


[z| + yl + [2| 
3 

thus the solution (21, y1, 21) is "smaller" than (x, y, z), in the sense that the sum 

of the absolute values of z1, y1, 21 is smaller than that of x,y,z. Considering a 

nontrivial solution (x, y, z) with |z|+|y|+|z| minimal, this immediately yields 

a contradiction. 


Example 2.36. (IMO 1988) Let a, b be positive integers such that ab+1 divides 


a? + b?. Prove that aie is a perfect square. 


Proof. Assume that this fails for some a, b and pick a pair (a,b) for which this 
fails and for which a + b has the smallest possible value. Write a? + b? = 
c(ab+ 1). By assumption c is not a perfect square. By symmetry in a and b, 
we may assume that a > b. The quadratic equation 


x? — ber +b? -c=0 
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has a solution equal to a by assumption. Let 


-ce 
a 


a’ =be-a= 


be the other solution. Note that a’ = bc — a is an integer and that a’ is 
nonzero since c Æ b? (as c is not a perfect square). We claim that a’ is 
positive. Otherwise, we would have a’ < —1, thus b? — c < —a and c > b? + a. 
But then 


a? +0? = c(ab+ 1) > (b? +a)(ab+ 1) = ab? +a?b +b? +a > a?b+b? > a? +t, 


a contradiction. Thus (a’, b) is another pair satisfying the assumptions of the 
problem and for which the conclusion fails. By minimality of (a,b) we must 
have a+b < a' +b, thus a < a’. This is however impossible, since (using that 
a >b) 


Thus there are no pairs satisfying the assumptions of the problem and failing 
to satisfy the conclusion. o 


Example 2.37. (IMO 2007) Let a,b be positive integers such that 4ab — 1 | 
(4a? — 1)*. Prove that a = b. 


Proof. Since 4ab = 1 (mod 4ab — 1), we have 4a?b = a (mod 4ab — 1). Since 
4ab — 1 | (4a?b — b)?, we deduce that 4ab — 1 | (a — b)?. We argue now as in 
example 2.36, assuming that (a,b) is a pair satisfying 4ab — 1 | (a — b)? and 
a # b, and minimizing a +b. We may assume that a > b. Write (a — b)? = 
c(4ab — 1) and consider the other solution 


bce 
a 


a’ = 2b(1+ 2c) — a = 
of the equation 
(a — b)* = c(4ba — 1). 


Clearly a’ is also a positive integer and (a’,b) satisfies 4a’b — 1 | (a’ — b)? 
and (a’ — b)? = c(4a’b — 1) (thus a’ Æ b). Using the minimality of (a,b) we 
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deduce that a +b < a’ +b, so a’ > a and b? + c > a?. However the equation 
(a — b)? = c(4ab — 1) yields c < (a — b)?, so we obtain 


a — b? < (a —b}?. 


Since a > b, this yields a +b < a — b, plainly absurd. Therefore there are no 
such pairs (a,b) with a Æ b and the result follows. o 


Remark 2.38. Here are a few very similar problems, all of which can be solved 
by the same argument: 

a) Positive integers a, b satisfy ab | a? +b? +1. Prove that a? +b? +1 = 3ab. 

b) Let a,b be positive integers such that a? +b? is divisible by ab— 1. Prove 
that oth = 5, 

c) (AMM 11374) Let a,b,c,d be positive integers such that 


abcd = a? +0? +7 +1. 


Prove that d = 4. 

d) (USA TST 2002) Find all ordered pairs of positive integers (m,n) such 
that mn — 1 divides m? + n?. 

e) (USA TST 2009) Find all pairs of positive integers (m,n) such that 
mn — 1 divides (n? — n +1). 

f) (Hurwitz) The equation 


L? +3 +... + 22 = kay29...2n 


has no solutions in positive integers if k > n. 


Example 2.39. (Kvant) Let p and q be integers greater than 1. Assume that 
p|q—1 and q |p-— 1. Prove that p = q3? +1 or p=? +q+1. 


Proof. Write p = qn + 1 for some positive integer n. Then qn + 1 | q? — 1, so 
qn +1 |n -n. But 


gn-n=q-qn—n=P(qn+1)—-(¢? +n), 


hence qn + 1 |q? +n. In particular gn + 1 < q? +n, which can be written as 
n(q—1) <q? — 1 and yields n<q+1. 
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Next, we have gn +1 | g°n? — n? and 


gen? — n? = g?n? -q—n? = (Pr —1)qt+q—n’. 
Since gn + 1 divides g?n? — 1, it follows that qn + 1 | q — n?. 

Now, we discuss three cases. If q = n?, then p = qn +1 = q?/2+1 and we 
are done. If q > n?, then the second paragraph yields gn +1 < q- n? < q, 
certainly impossible. Finally, if q < n?, then the second paragraph yields 
qn+1 < n? —q, thus g(n+1) < n?—1 and q < n—1. Combined with the first 
paragraph, this gives q = n—1 and then p = qn+-1 = q(q4+1)+1=q?+q+41. 
The result follows. o 


Example 2.40. (Bulgaria) Let a,b and c be positive integers such that ab di- 
vides c(c? — c + 1) and a + b is divisible by c? + 1. Prove that the sets {a,b} 
and {c,c? — c + 1} coincide. 


Proof. Write c(c? — c + 1) = mab and a +b = n(c* + 1) for some positive 
integers m,n. Without loss of generality, assume that b < a. Then 


mab = c(c? — c+ 1) < e(e? +1) = <(a +6) < 2a“, 


hence b < a 

On the other hand we have a = —b (mod ¢? +1), thus taking the equation 
e — c+ 1) = mab modulo c* + 1 yields 1 = —mb? (mod c? + 1), that is 
+1 | mb? +1. Thus mb? +1 = r(c? + 1) for some positive integer r. 
In particular mb? > rc*, which combined with the inequality b < 7a yields 
rmn? < 4. This forces n = 1 and rm < 4. 

Suppose that m > 1, then necessarily r = 1. Since r = 1, we have 
mb? = œ, in particular b | c. Since b | mab = c(c? — c +1) and b | @, 
we obtain b | c, thus c = kb for some integer k and k? = m € {2,3}. This is 
clearly impossible, thus m = 1. It follows that the numbers a, b and c,c?—c+1 
have the same sum and product. Thus they are roots of the same quadratic 
polynomial and the result follows. o 


Remark 2.41. The solution would be slightly easier if we were willing to use 
that v2 and V3 are irrational numbers, which would immediately rule out the 
equation mb? = c? with 1 < m < 4. 
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Example 2.42. (Romania TST 2012) Let aj, ..., an be positive integers and let 
a> 1 bea multiple of ajaz...an. Prove that a”t! + a — 1 is not divisible by 
(a +a —1)(a+agq-1)...(a+a,—1). 


Proof. Suppose that 
atl +a-—1= k(a +a — 1)...(a +an— 1) (1) 


for some positive integer k, and write a = ma1...an for some positive integer 
m. Note that aj,...,@, > 1, for if ay = 1 (for example) then the right-hand 
side of relation (1) is divisible by a, but the left-hand side is not. 

Relation (1) coupled with the congruences a+! = 1 (mod a — 1) and 
a+a;—1=a; (mod a — 1) for 1 < i < n yield 


1=kay...an (moda-—1), hence m=ka=k (moda-1). 
Note that m < a = ma1...an and, since a; > 1 forl <i<n 
atl + g@—1>k(at+1)", 


which easily implies that k < a (since one easily checks that a(a +1)” > 
a”ti 4 q—1). Thus k,m are positive integers less than or equal to a — 1 and 
k = m (mod a — 1), which implies k = m. But m | a and k | a”tt +a — 1, 
hence m | a+! + a — 1, which implies that m | 1 and finally k = m = 1. It 
follows that 


at! < a”! +a-—1= (a+a — 1)...(a + an — 1), 


which can be rewritten as 
a+aı—1 a+an—l1 
ai: An = A < —————__..-.... . ————_.. 
a a 


This is however impossible, since for 1 < i < n we have 
a+a;—-1 
ys 


this inequality being equivalent to (a — 1)(a; — 1) > 0. 
The problem is solved. o 
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Example 2.43. (Schinzel) Prove that there exists a constant c > 0 with the 
following property: if a positive integer a is even and not a multiple of 10, 
then the sum of the digits of aë is greater than clog k for all k > 2. 


Proof. Define a sequence (bn)nzo by bo = 0 and bn+1 = 1 + [bn logy(10)]. This 
sequence is increasing and bn4i < (1 + 1log,(10))b, for n > 1, thus bn < c” 
for all n > 1, where c = 1 + logy(10). Suppose now that k > bn and write 
a® = co +10c, +... in base 10. For each 2 < j < n we have that 255 divides a* 
and since 2? also divides Cb; 10 + Cbj+1 10%+1 + ..., it follows that 2° divides 
co +10c1 +... +¢b;-1 10-1. Note that this last number is nonzero since co Æ 0 
by assumption. We deduce that 2°) < co + 10c1 +...+ Cbj—1 10%-1. Assuming 
that Chji Cp;—-1 are all zero we deduce that 2b; < 10°-1, contradicting the 
definition of the sequence (bn)n>0. Thus for each 2 < j < n there is at least 
one nonzero digit between cy, _,,...,Cp;-1- It follows that if k > bn, then the 
sum of digits of a” is at least n — 1 > n/2. Taking into account that bn < c” 
for all n > 1, the result follows. Oo 


2.2 Induction and binomial coefficients 


The main topic of this section is the use of induction as a tool for prov- 
ing divisibilities (or for solving constructive problems). Along the way, we 
will study some basic properties of binomial coefficients, which will help us 
establish a certain number of remarkable congruences. The study of binomial 
coefficients will occur quite frequently in this book, since they have remarkable 
arithmetic properties. Since we haven’t developed enough theory so far, the 
results in this section are rather modest, but we will need them later on to 
obtain rather nontrivial results. 


2.2.1 Proving divisibility by induction 


Before studying binomial coefficients, let us spend some time dealing with 
examples of problems involving divisibility in which induction plays a key role. 


Example 2.44. Prove that if n is a power of 3, then n | 2" +1. 
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Proof. We need to prove that 3* divides 23" +1 for all k > 0. We prove this 
by induction on k, the case k = 0 being clear. Assume that 3° | 23" +1 and 
write 23° = n-3* — 1 for some integer n. Then 


g3ktt = (23")3 = (n i 3k = 1)? 
2 n? . 33k _ n2 g 32k+1 +n- gkt1 —~l=-1 (mod Betty, 


as needed. 
We can also prove this result directly, by factoring 


a +1 = (2+ 1)(2? —24:1)(275 — 25 41). (220 — 2" +1) 


and observing that for i > 0 we have 273° — 23° + 1 = 0 (mod 3). Hence each 
of the factors 2? — 2+ 1, 273 — 23 +1,..., 223°" — 2377" 4 1 is a multiple of 3. 
The result follows. 0 


Remark 2.45. We strongly suggest the reader to try to prove by induction 
theorem 2.31, following the same method as the one explained in the previous 
example. 


Example 2.46. Let n be a positive integer. Find the largest integer k for which 
2* | (n+ 1)(n +2)...(n +n). 


Proof. Let an = (n + 1)(n + 2)...(n +n). The first few values of the sequence 
(an)n>1 are 2,12 = 3 - 4, 120 = 8-15, etc. We conjecture that the largest k for 
which 2* divides an is n. We will prove this by induction, the case n = 1 being 
clear. In order to prove the inductive step, we will find a simple relationship 
between an and an+41. Namely, 


An41 = (n+ 2)(n + 3)...(n+1+n +1) = (n+ 2)...(n+n)(2n + 1)-2(n+ 1) 


= 2(n + 1) (n + 2)...(n + n)(2n + 1) = 2an : (2n + 1). 


Since 2n +1 is odd, the highest power of 2 dividing 2an (2n + 1) is one plus the 
largest power of 2 dividing an, thus by induction this highest power is n + 1, 
proving the inductive step. Hence the result of the problem is k = n. o 


24 Chapter 2. Divisibility 


Remark 2.47. Iterating the relation 
An4+1 = 2an(2n + 1) 
yields the interesting equality 
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)...(n +n) = an = 2"-1-3-...-(2n —1). 
This can also be proved directly, by observing that 


(n+1)(n+2)...(n+n) = Cn)! = Sass 


2” - n! 
n! 
Example 2.48. (IberoAmerican 2012) Let a, b, c,d be integers such that a — b+ 


c— dis an odd divisor of a? — b? + c? — d?. Prove that a — b + c — d divides 
a” — b” + c” — d” for all positive integers n. 


=1:3-.... On 1). 


SF 8s. (2n — 1). 


Proof. By assumption a—b+c-— d divides a? — b? +c? —d?, but a—b+c—d also 
divides (a + c)? — (b + d)?, thus it divides the difference of the two numbers, 
which is 2(ac—bd). Since a—b+c—d is odd, it follows that a—b+c—d | ac—bd. 
We will prove by induction that a — b+ c — d divides a” — b” + c” — d” for 
all positive integers n. The cases n = 1,2 being clear, assume that n > 3 and 
that a—b+c—d|a*—b¥+ch—d* fork <n. Let e =a—b+c-—d. Since 
a®—1 + em! = b"! + de! (mod e) anda+c=b+d (mod e), we have 


(a+c)(a™ 1+ c+) = (b+d)(6™1+d"") (mod e). 
Expanding and rearranging yields 
a” — b” +c" — d’ = bd(b"-? + d'~?) — ac(a”-* + 7?) =0 (mod e), 


the last congruence being a consequence of the congruences bd = ac (mod e) 
and b072 + "72 = a”? + c”-? (mod e). Oo 


Example 2.49. Define a sequence (an)n>1 by setting ay = 2 and an4i = 297 +2 
for n > 1. Prove that a, divides an+1 for all n. 
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Proof. We will prove by induction that an divides an+ı and that an — 1 divides 
Qn41—1 for all n > 1. This is clear for n = 1, so assume that it holds for n— 1 
(with n > 2) and let us prove it for n. Proving that an | an+ı reduces (thanks 
to the recurrence relation) to proving that 2%%-171 +1 | 2%-1 +1. For this, it 
suffices to check that wok is an odd integer. It is an integer by the inductive 
hypothesis, and it is clearly odd, since ay, is even for all n. Proving that an — 1 
divides an+ı — 1 reduces to 2%%-1 + 1 | 2% + 1 and it suffices again to check 
that ao is an odd integer. The fact that it is an integer follows from the 
inductive hypothesis, while the fact that it is odd follows from a, = aņ-1 = 2 
(mod 4) (which follows directly from the recurrence relation and the fact that 


a, = 2). This proves the inductive step. O 


Example 2.50. (China 2004) Prove that every positive integer n, except a 
finite number of them, can be represented as a sum of 2004 positive integers: 
n =a, + a2 + ... + a2004, Where 1 < a < ag < ... < a2004, and ai | ai41 for 
all 1 <i < 2003. 


Proof. We will prove by induction on k the following statement: there exists 
a positive integer ng such that all n > nz can be written n = a, + a2 + ... + ak 
for an increasing sequence 1 < a; < ... < ax with aj | a2 | ... | ax. Call such a 
decomposition admissible. 

The statement is trivial for k = 1 and for k = 2 we can take ng = 3 (by 
writing n = 1 + (n — 1) for n > 2). Suppose now that ng exists and choose 
some large n (we will make this statement more precise later on). Write 
n = 2" (2m + 1) for some nonnegative integers r and m. If n is large, then at 
least one of r and m is large. 

We start with the easy case: suppose that m is large, say m > ng. Then 
we can find an admissible writing m = a; + a2 + ... + ak for m and we obtain 
an admissible writing for n 


ma Or eo ge + OP ae +... + tlag 


Suppose now that r is large. It is enough to find an admissible decompo- 
sition for 2” (as then we can multiply all of its members by 2m + 1 to get an 
admissible writing for n). Write r = 2qg+ri with rı € {0,1} and q > 0. By the 
same argument, it suffices to find an admissible decomposition for 27. Assume 
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that 21 > ną and choose an admissible decomposition 27+ 1 = a, +... + ak 
for 21 +1. We obtain a new admissible decomposition of length k + 1 for 274 


24 = 1 + (27 — 1)(29 +1) = 1 + (2% — 1)aı +... + (2% — 1)ag. 


It is now very easy to conclude: suppose that n > 4n3. Then either m > nx 
or 21 > nz. Indeed, otherwise 


n = 274471 (2m +1) < 2- nẸ - 2np = An}, 


a contradiction. As we have explained above, this is enough to obtain an 
admissible decomposition of length k + 1 for n, so we can take nz41 = 4n? 
and finish the inductive proof. O 


2.2.2 Arithmetic of binomial coefficients 


We will use now induction to study binomial coefficients. Recall that if 
n, k are nonnegative integers with n > k, we define 


n n! 
G ~ k(n =k)” 


where n! is the product of the first n positive integers (with the convention 
that 0! = 1). 

A remarkable result is that (%) is an integer (this is certainly not obvious 
from the definition!). There are several proofs of this result. The most stan- 
dard proof consists in using a simple combinatorial argument to show that (;) 
is the number of subsets with k elements of the set {1,2,...,n}. We leave it 
to the reader to fill in the details of this combinatorial argument. Let us give 
an inductive proof of the fact that (z) is an integer for all n > k > 0. We use 
strong induction on n+ k, the cases n + k = 0 and n + k = 1 being clear. In 
order to prove the inductive hypothesis, we may assume that k > 1 and n > k 
(otherwise it is clear that (%) = 1). The key point is the classical identity 


() =") +a) 
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which can be checked without any difficulty using directly the definition of 
(2). Using the inductive hypothesis the numbers (",") and (?7}) are integers, 
which proves that (¢) is an integer as well. We will use this idea to prove a 
similar result, for which the combinatorial interpretation is not easy to find. 
Example 2.51. Let q be an integer greater than 1. If n,k are nonnegative 
integers, define the Gaussian binomial coefficient (;), by (j;), = 0 for k > n 
and, ifk<n 


k (QP = 1)" t= 1)...(q-1) - 


where by convention the right-hand side equals 1 when k = 0. 
a) Prove that for all n,k > 1 we have 


(ee), G, 


b) Prove that (;), is an integer for all n, k. 


G) = (q” — 1)(g?7} — 1)...(g?**1 — 1) 
q 


Proof. Let £n = q” — 1 for n > 1. 
a) If k > n, then both sides are equal to 0 by definition, so assume that 
k <n. If k =n, then the equality reduces to 


n\ _({n-1 
n)  \n-1 
q q 
and holds since by definition (ae = 1 for all n. Finally, assume that k < n—1, 


then the desired equality is equivalent to 
InIn-1---In—kt+1 _ ¢Un-1---Ln—k + Tn—1..--Tn—-k+1 


TkTk—1---T1 Lhe L1 Tk-1---T1 
Dividing everything by “35+, the last relation is ois to 


Tn T 
i = gk ety 


Tk Tk 
Or tn = qË£n—k + £p. This can be checked by a direct computation. 
b) This follows from part a) arguing by strong induction on n + k, in the 
same way as we did for the binomial coefficients. o 
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Example 2.52. (Tournament of the Towns 2009) For each n > 1 set 


Fe) [gee es Fs errs 
A 
n ones 


Prove that for all m,n > 1 the number [n + m]! is divisible by [n]![m]! 
Proof. Note that 


10-1 107-1 10" — 1 


! = == eee 
piac 9 9” 
hence 
[n+m]! _ Tu —1) n+m 
niim]! a- 1) ean | m iz 
The result follows then from the previous example. o 


Remark 2.53. The Gaussian binomial coefficients are generalizations of the 
usual binomial coefficients, which correspond to the case q = 1. Many for- 
mulae involving binomial coefficients have analogues for Gaussian binomial 
coefficients. For instance, the analogue of the binomial formula (which will be 
discussed later on in this section) is 


Hario- Sa Jr 


=0 
Example 2.54. Prove that n + 1 divides (2%) for all positive integers n. 


Proof. We have the equality 


CEN) Ge ') = (2n +1) & aparo o) 


Taking it modulo n + 1 yields (?”) =0 (mod n + 1). o 
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Remark 2.55. The number 


1 2n 
i= 
A el ( n 
is called the nth Catalan number. These numbers have remarkable properties, 
for instance one can prove (not without some effort) that 


n 
Ci = 3. Cine 
k=0 
The Catalan numbers also appear frequently in combinatorics, for instance Cn 
is the number of different ways a convex polygon with n + 2 sides can be cut 
into triangles by connecting vertices with straight lines (there are dozens of 
combinatorial interpretations of Cp!). 


Example 2.56. (Romania TST 1988) Prove that for all positive integers n, the 
number [[}—; k?* is a multiple of (n!)"*1. 


Proof. We compute 


n 
1 I] k” = 1 (1-2-0. 2-3 na n)? 


(net © Pa nH i 
1 n! n! ? nit 
n! n! n nI fn 
which is clearly an integer. o 


An important observation about (7) is that 


G) _ n(n—1)(n—- 2)..(n—-k +1) 
k k! 


is a polynomial expression (of degree k) in n. This shows that one can give a 
meaning to (7) even when n does not satisfy n > k and even when n is not 
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an integer. More precisely, for every real (or complex) number z and every 
nonnegative integer k we can define 


g\  2x(%—1)...(¢—-k+1) 


Similarly, we can define a polynomial of degree k 


XY XOCS eK) 
Ko = == i —— oo 


These generalized binomial coefficients still satisfy many of the usual properties 
of binomial coefficients, in particular the formula 


oY {ee 1 a: z—1 
k] k k-1 
still holds. Moreover we have the fundamental 


Theorem 2.57. For all x € Z and all nonnegative integers k we have (;) € Z. 
In other words, the product of k consecutive integers is always a multiple of 
k!. 


Proof. We have already proved this result when x > 0, so assume that x < 0 
and write z = —y with y > 0 and integer. Then 


(;) _ x(x—1)...(£x—k+1) _ —y(-y — 1)...(-y —k +1) 


k k! k! 
(Y0 + DY +k -1) k ae 
= (Ut tt BOD) ay 
Since (¥*F-*) is an integer, the theorem is proved. oO 


The previous theorem shows that the polynomial 


(*) _ X(X-1)..(X-n+}) 


n n! 
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takes integer values at integers. Note that te J does not have integer coeffi- 
cients, unless n = 1 (its leading coefficient is 4, which is not an integer if 
n > 1). The following beautiful theorem describes all polynomials sending 
integers to integers. 


Theorem 2.58. Let f be a polynomial with rational coefficients such that f(n) 
is an integer for any integer n. Then we can find (unique) integers ao, a1, ..., Aa 


such that 
f(X) = Safi l 


i=0 


Proof. Let us first prove that for any polynomial with rational coefficients f 
there are rational numbers ao, a1, ..., @q (where d = deg f) such that 


x)= Fa") 


We prove this by induction on d = deg f, the case d = 0 being clear. Assuming 
that the result holds for polynomials of degree not Gxopeding d—1, consider a 
polynomial f of degree d. Choose ag such that f(X) — aa(% ) has degree not 
exceeding d — 1 (namely, if a is the leading coefficient of f, choose ag = d!a). 
By the inductive hypothesis we can write 


X\ Se X 
rozal) -Eal 


for some rational numbers ao, ..., aq, and thus f has the required form. 

Assume now that f(n) is an integer for all integers n. Then f(0) = apo is 
an integer, then f(1) = a9 + a; is an integer, hence a; is an integer. Assuming 
that ao, ...,a, are integers, the relation 


f(k) = ao (5) +a @ +... + 4-1 Ge + ax 


shows that a; is an integer. Thus apo, ...,ag are actually all integers. O 
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Remark 2.59. 1. The hypothesis that f has rational coefficients can be 


dropped: any polynomial with complex coefficients that sends integers 
to integers must have rational coefficients (we leave this as an exercise 
to the reader). 


. The proof of the previous theorem only used that f(0), f(1),..., f(deg f) 
are integers. In particular, it follows that if a polynomial with rational 
coefficients takes integer values at deg f + 1 consecutive integer values, 
then it takes integer values at all integers. 


. As the proof shows, for any polynomial f with complex coefficients, of 
degree n, we can find complex numbers ap, ...,@,, such that 


F(X) = Saz) 
k=0 


Moreover, the numbers ao, ..., an are unique (this follows from the last 
part of the proof of theorem 2.58). They are called the Mahler coeffi- 
cients of f. We will see later on that much of the arithmetic properties 
of polynomials are captured by these coefficients (just as much of the al- 
gebraic or analytic properties of polynomials are captured by the usual 
coefficients). 


Example 2.60. Let ag, a1, ..., an be integers. Prove that the polynomial 


has integer coefficients if and only if k! | a, for O0 <k <n. 
Proof. Let by = $$, so that 


F(X) = bp + OLX + bX (X — 1) +... +nX(X — 1)...(X -n +1). 


This makes it clear that if k! | a, for all k, then f has integer coefficients. 
Conversely, suppose that f has integer coefficients, then the coefficient of X” 


is an integer, which means that bn is an integer. But then 


f(X)—by X (X-1)...(X—n+1) = bo tb X +... +0p—1X (X—-1)...(X—(n-1)41) 


2.2. Induction and binomial coefficients 33 


also has integer coefficients. Considering the coefficient of X"~! we deduce 
that bn—1 is an integer. Continuing like this yields bn, by_-1,...,b9 € Z, showing 
that k! | ax for all k. o 


Example 2.61. Let f be a monic polynomial of degree n > 1 with integer 


coefficients. Prove that if an integer d divides f (0), f(1),..., f(n), then d | n!. 


Proof. Taking into account theorem 2.58 and the remark following it, we see 
that Í is a polynomial that sends integers to integers and so can be written 


for some integers ao, ...,@n. Identifying the leading coefficients on both sides 
we deduce that 


Tatr 
d n 
This immediately yields d | n!, as desired. o 


Example 2.62. (Putnam) Let a1,...,an be pairwise distinct positive integers 
such that a1a2...an | (k + a1)(k + a2)...(k + an) for all positive integers k. 
Prove that a1, ...,an is a permutation of 1,2,...,n. 


Proof. Applying the result of the previous example to the monic polynomial 
F(X) = (X +aı +1)...(X + an +1) 


and to d = aiaz...an, we deduce that aiaz...an | n!. We may assume that 
ay <... < an. Then a1 > 1, ag > 2,..., an > n and since a1...an | n!, this forces 


a, = 1,..., dn = N (if one of the inequalities above was strict, then we would 
have a...an > n!). The result follows. O 
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2.2.3 Derivatives and finite differences 


We will now make a quite interesting parallel between the usual coefficients 
and the Mahler coefficients of polynomials. By definition, for any polynomial 
P of degree n we can find numbers ap, ..., @7, such that 


P(X) = So aX" 
k=0 


and ao, ...,@n, are unique (these are the coefficients of P). The proof of theorem 
2.58 (see the remark following theorem 2.58) also allows us to write uniquely 


E X 
P(X) = Safa) 
k=0 
How can we characterize the numbers a, and by in terms of P? We need the 


following 


Definition 2.63. If P(X) = ao + aX + ... + an X” is a polynomial with 
complex coefficients, we define 
e the derivative of P as the polynomial 


P'(X) = a + 202X +... + Nan X". 
In general, the kth derivative P) of P is defined by the recurrence P(!) = P’ 
and P+D) = (p(*))’, 
e the discrete derivative of P as the polynomial AP with 
AP(X) = P(X +1) — P(X). 
Define A‘ P by the recurrence relation A1P = AP and 
Aft p = A(AFP) = AF P(X +1) — AF P(X). 


Let us observe that if P is a nonzero polynomial, then P’ and AP have 
degree (strictly) smaller than P. Iterating this observation yields 
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Theorem 2.64. For any polynomial P of degree n we have 
P®) —Q=A*P if k>n. 


Let us observe that (X*)’ = kX*-1, therefore the polynomials 


satisfy Py = P,-1. Iterating this relation yields 
PË = Pe; if kz} PMP =0 if k<j. 
We deduce that for the polynomial 
n n 
= So aX" = > ack! P(X) 


we have for allO<d<n 


A -Dog P, a(X) = 3 nali ae 


and in particular 
P() (0) 
d’? 


ad = O<d<n. 


35 


It also follows from the previous formula that if P has integer coefficients, 
then all coefficients of P are multiples of d! and so we obtain the interesting 


divisibility 
d| Pa) if acz. 


Let us study now the analogous situation for the discrete derivative. We 
will see that all previous results have their discrete counterparts. Consider the 


polynomials 


Sk(X) = o) ; 
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The identity 


is equivalent to 
AS). = Sk-1. 


We deduce that 
AIS =Z Sk-j if k>j, AÏ Sk =0 if j>k. 
Thus, for any polynomial 
n X n 
P(X) = (4) = So bp Sk(X) 
k=0 k=0 
we have for allO<d<n 


A?P(X) = > b,A4S;,(X) = > bp Sp—a(X). 
k=0 = 


Recalling that S;(X) = C ), we obtain the analogous formula 


-5i TOK D(X athe LE 


We are now ready to prove the 


ar 


Theorem 2.65. If P is a polynomial with complex coefficients of the form 


P(X) = > n% ) 
k=0 
then the coefficients bo, ...,bn are given by 
ba = AŻP(0) 
for0<d<n. Moreover, if P has integer coefficients, then 


d!|A¢P(a) if ae€Z. 
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Proof. For the first part, it suffices to evaluate at X = 0 the identity 


d n 
ar) = Sala —1)...(X—(k-d+1)). 


For the second part, note that br are integers for d < k < n (see example 
2.60). The result follows immediately by evaluating at X = a the previous 
identity. O 


The following theorem gives a beautiful formula for A” P. 
Theorem 2.66. For any polynomial P and any n > 1 we have 
n 
A"P(X) = X (~1) ( 3 P(X +k). 
k=0 


Proof. We will prove this by induction on n, the case n = 1 being clear. 
Assume that the result holds for n, then 


A™! P(X) = A(A"P)(X) = A” P(X + 1) — A” P(X) 


= 551)" 4 P(X +k+1)- 551)" G) P(X +k) 
k=0 


k=0 


pie n = n-k 
=p e(t Pan- (Rra 


k=1 
= Spp +k) ((, i ,) + 6) 


k=0 
n+l 


=5 Cp ie ') P(X +k), 


k=0 
as desired. Oo 


An immediate but very useful consequence of theorems 2.64 and 2.66 is 
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Corollary 2.67. For any polynomial P and any n > deg P we have 


S51) a P(X +k) =0. 
k=0 


Moreover, if P has integer coefficients then for all n > 0 we have 


n! | S(r h) P(k). 
k=0 


Proof. The first statement is the combination of theorems 2.64 and 2.66. The 
second statement is equivalent (using theorem 2.66) to n! | A” P(0), which 
follows from theorem 2.65. O 


2.2.4 The binomial formula 
One of the fundamental tools used in establishing congruences is the 


Theorem 2.68. (binomial formula) For all complex numbers a,b and all n > 


1 we have A 
(a +b)” = > R aoe, 


k=0 
Proof. We prove this by induction, the case n = 1 being clear. Assume that 
the result holds for n, then 


(a+ b)"*1 = (a +b)(a +b)” = (a +b) 5 (7) mad 
k=0 


£ 3 i gh ti-kpk 4 5 C) ar-kpk+1 
k=0 k=0 
n+1 


= y () an ti—kpk 5 ( n ) an t1-kyk 
tao \E oes 


n+l n+l 
1 
£ So anti-kyk (4 4 ( n )) NE y E arson 
= k k—1 o k 


as desired. O 
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Explicitly, we obtain 
(a +b)” =a"+na™1b+ C) ab + HD". 


Note that if n > 2, then all terms except the first two in the right-hand side 
of the previous equality are multiples of b?. We deduce that 


b? | (a +b)” — a” — na", 
which strengthens the divisibility b | (a+ b)” — a”. Similarly, if n > 3, we can 
go one step further and obtain the divisibility 


B | (a +b)” — a” —na™ 1 — mn) Dan 2p2, 


We actually have the following fairly general congruence for polynomials with 
integer coefficients: 


Theorem 2.69. If P is a polynomial with integer coefficients, then for all 
integers a,b and all N > 0 we have 
N 
P) (a 
P(a +b) = 2 K ) pk (mod b™+1). 


In particular, for N = 1 this becomes 
P(a+b) = P(a)+ P'(a)b (mod 67). 


Proof. Writing P as a linear combination with integer coefficients of monomi- 
als, we reduce the proof to the case when P is a monomial, say P(X) = X¢ 
for some d > 0. Then 


! 


(d k)!" 
if k < d and PF) (a) = 0 for k > d. Thus the congruence is reduced to 
min(N,d) d 
(a +b) = > (a) at—kok (mod b™+!). 
k=0 


This is a straightforward consequence of the binomial formula. O 
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Example 2.70. Prove that 343 divides 2147 — 1 


Proof. We have 343 = 7° and 21%" — 1 = 849 — 1 = (7+ 1) — 1. We conclude 
using the binomial formula. O 


Example 2.71. Let k be an even positive integer and define a sequence (Zn)n 
by xı = 1 and nay =k" +1 forn>1. 

a) Prove that £n—ı divides x, for all n > 2. 

b) Prove that z2 divides tn_12n41 for all n > 2. 


Proof. a) We prove the desired result by induction on n, the statement being 
clear for n = 2. Assume that a = £n—1 divides £n = k* + 1, we need to prove 
that k +1 | ktt +1. Write k? + 1 = ab for some positive odd integer b. 
Then 


KH 4 1 = kh 41 = (ab- 1) +1= S~- ai, Ja, 
k=0 


the last equality being a consequence of the binomial formula and of the fact 
that b is odd (thus (—1)? + 1 = 0). Every term in the previous sum is a 
multiple of ab and the result follows. 

b) Let n > 2 and let a = £n-1, so that £n = k* + 1 = ab for some positive 
integer b. We need to prove that a?b? divides a(k® + 1). Note that a,b are 
odd, since k is even. But then using the binomial formula 


a(k® +1) = a((ab — 1)? + 1) = a(1 + (—1)? + ab?(-1)? 1 + ...) = a? + 
and each term in the previous sum is a multiple of a?b?. O 


Remark 2.72. A special case of the previous example is the following problem, 
that was proposed in a Romanian TST: prove that if n is an odd positive 
integer, then 

((n — 1)" +1)? | n(n —1)%-Y"41 4n, 


Example 2.73. Find a polynomial f with integer coefficients such that 27 | 
4” + f(n) for all n > 1. 
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Proof. Expanding using the binomial formula yields 


9n(n — 1) 


7 (mod 27). 


= (1+3) = (7 )ae(5 jz (mod 27) = 1+3n+ 


We would like to take 
f(x) =- (1 +32 + e- ZeD), 


but the problem is that this polynomial does not have integer coefficients. 
This can be easily fixed, by observing for instance that 


amet) =-9n(n—1) (mod 27) 


for all n. We can thus choose 
f(X) =9X(X —1)-1-3X =9X? -12X -1. o 


Example 2.74. (Tournament of the Towns 2011) Prove that for all n > 1 the 
number 

1! +38 fies 4 (2° — Ty 
is divisible by 2” but not by 2”+t, 


Proof. Let 
Sn = 1438 +- (27-171, 
We will prove by induction on n that 2” divides S, and 2”+1 does not divide 


Sn. The case n = 2 is clear, so assume that S, = 2m for some odd number 


m. Note that 
Qr-1 


Snii = Sn+ >> (k+ 2°)?" 
k=1 
The binomial formula combined with theorem 2.31 yields 


(K+ 2")RH" = (k +2”)? (k +2") = (k + 2")* 


= kf + k01 4 = k*(1+2") (mod 2"*?), 
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Thus 
2°-1 
Snt1 = Sn + (1+2")- So Kë =2(14+2")S, 
k=1 
= grtlin(1 a 2771) = ont (mod 2+2), 


Since m is odd, it follows that 2”+1 divides Sn+ı but 2”+2 does not divide 
Sn41, which establishes the inductive step. o 


Example 2.75. Prove that 2” +3” is divisible by n? for infinitely many positive 
integers n. 


Proof. Let n be a solution of the problem. We will look for a > 1 such that 
nı = an is also a solution. We need to ensure that 


azn? | gan J gan, 


By assumption we can write 3" + 2” = bn? for some positive integer n. Then, 
using the binomial formula, we obtain 


a—l 
gan — (3")¢ = (bn? Æ gnje = (172 4 5o (-1)* (a) OE (bn?) tE, 
k=0 
Choosing a odd, we need to ensure that 
a—l 
an2 | 5o (-1)* (;) 20k a Nad 
k=0 k 


and the simplest way to make this happen is to impose that a?n? | (x) (bn?)2-* 
for all 0 < k < a—1. If we choose b = a, the previous divisibility trivially 
holds for 0 < k < a — 2 (since (bn?)?-* is then a multiple of (bn?)? = a?n*) 
and it also holds for k = a — 1 since (,*,) = a. In order to be able to choose 
b = a, we only need to check that b > 1 and that b is odd (which is clear 
as b divides 2” + 3"). This reduces to 3" + 2” > n?, which follows easily by 
induction. 

The previous discussion shows that for any solution n of the problem we 
can create a bigger solution. Thus it remains to check that there is at least 
one solution, but it is clear that 1 is a solution. o 
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Remark 2.76. We will see later on that there are only two positive integers n 
such that n? | 2" + 1, namely 1 and 3. 


2.3 Euclidean division 


2.3.1 The Euclidean division 


In the previous sections we dealt with those properties of divisibility and 
congruences which follow straight from definitions. To make the theory leave 
the ground, we need to introduce some new ideas, and the Euclidean division 
is one such great idea. The following theorem lies therefore at the very heart of 
number theory, despite its rather simple statement and proof, since all deeper 
results of elementary arithmetic rely on it. 


Theorem 2.77. (Euclidean division) For all integers a,b with b > 0 there is 
a unique pair of integers (q,r) such that a =bq+r and0<r<ob. 


Proof. Let us first prove the uniqueness of the pair. Suppose that a = bg+r = 
bqı +171, with 0 < r,rı < b, and without loss of generality assume that rı > r. 
If q Æ qı, then 


b >rı=-r=j|ri-r|= |b|: lq- al> |b| =b, 


a contradiction. Hence q = qı and r = rı. 

Let us now turn to the proof of the existence of (q,r). Let q be the integer 
part of Ẹ, ie. the largest integer not exceeding ¢. By definition, we have 
q < ğ<q+l1 and, since b > 0, this can be written as 0 < a — bq < b. Hence 
we can set r = a — bq and the result follows. o 


The statement and proof of the previous theorem ask for a certain number 
of observations, which we gather in the following series of simple but useful 
remarks. 


Remark 2.78. a) We may be bothered by the hypothesis b > 0, but it is 
harmless, since we may always replace b by —b and q by —q. This implies that 
for all integers a,b with b Æ 0, we can find a unique pair (q,r) with a = bq +r 
and 0< r< jbl. 
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b) Uniqueness of the pair (q,r) is lost if instead of the condition 0 < r < |b| 
we ask for |r| < |b|. An example is given by —3 = —2 -2 + 1 = —1 - 2 + (—1). 

c) Instead of choosing q the integer part of ¢, we could have chosen the 
integer closest to $. We would then obtain |q— ¢| < 4, i.e. setting r = a — bq, 
we would have |r| < 2, This can be sometimes more useful than the result of 
the previous theorem. 


The following theorem is a simple restatement of the Euclidean division in 
terms of congruences. Since we will be using congruences constantly in this 
book, it is worth explicitly stating the result: 


Theorem 2.79. For any integers a,n with n £ 0 there is a unique 0 <r < |n| 
such that a =r (mod n). In other words, if n is a positive integer then any 
integer is congruent modulo n to a unique number in the set {0,1,...,n — 1}. 


The numbers q,r in theorem 2.77 are called the quotient, respectively 
remainder of a when divided by b. Sometimes we will denote by a (mod b) 
the remainder of a when divided by b > 0. Note that the proof of theorem 
2.77 allows us to express a (mod b) as 

a 

a (mod 8) =a -b |]. 
In practice this is not a very convenient formula to compute a (mod b), but 
it can be rather useful in more theoretical problems. Here is a classical and 
beautiful example: 
Example 2.80. For a positive integer n, let r(n) be the sum of the remainders 
of n when divided by 1, 2,...,n. Prove that r(n) = r(n— 1) for infinitely many 
positive integers n. 


Proof. Since the remainder of n when divided by k is n — k|%|, we have 


cove Èq) -ill 


k=1 
We deduce that 


r(n) n(n 1) =r- (n1 -Ye |2] +S e 
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Since |"=+| = 0, we can further write 


rin) ~r(n—1) = 2n— 1-3 (|| — "=|. 


The key observation is that |2] — |"¢+] is nonzero if and only if k divides 
n, in which case |#| — |"¢*| = 1. This follows immediately by writing the 
Euclidean division n = qk + r and observing that for r > 1 the Euclidean 
division of n — 1 by k is simply n — 1 = qk + (r — 1). We conclude that 


r(n) —r(n—1) =2n-1—Jok. 
k|n 


We thus need to find infinitely many n such that )°,1, k = 2n — 1. Note that 
all powers of 2 have this property, since 


SU k=1+24.. +27 4 2% = 2H 1 = 2-2" — 1. o 
k|2” 


The most practical way to compute remainders is to use congruences com- 
bined with the following result: 


Proposition 2.81. Leta,b,n be integers with n £0. We havea =b (mod n) 
if and only ifa and b give the same remainder when divided by n. 


Proof. Suppose that a = b (mod n) and write a = b + kn for some integer k. 
Let b = qn +r be the Euclidean division of b by n. Then 


a=kn+b=(k+q)n+r 


and since 0 < r < |n| the uniqueness of the Euclidean division implies that r 
is also the remainder of a when divided by n. Conversely, if a and b give the 
same remainder r when divided by n, then n divides a — r and b — r, thus it 
divides (a — r) — (b — r) = a — b, which gives a = b (mod n). oO 


Let us see a few numerical examples showing how to use the previous 
proposition: 
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Example 2.82. Find the remainder of 7371 when divided by 11. 
Proof. We have 73 = —4 (mod 11), thus 

737) = (—4)*! = —4*! = —64" = —(-2)’ = 27 =128=7 (mod 11), 
thus the remainder is 7. o 
Example 2.83. Prove that for all integers n we have n° = 0,+1 (mod 9). 


Proof. For all n, we have n = 3k,3k +1 for some integer k, by the Euclidean 
division. If n = 3k, then (3k)? = 27k° = 0 (mod 9). If n = 3k +1, then 
n = 27k? + 27k? + 9k +1 = +1 (mod 9). Hence for all n, nê = 0,+1 
(mod 9). o 


Example 2.84. Consider the sequence (an)n>ı defined by aı = 2 and an41 = 
2%. Find the remainder of a; + ... + a254 when divided by 255. 


Proof. We have az = 4, a3 = 16, a4 = 2!6, etc. It is thus clear that an > 16 
for n > 3. On the other hand, 255 = 256 — 1 = 28 — 1 divides 2* — 1 when 
8 | k. Since 8 | an for n > 3, we have an41 = 2% = 1 (mod 255) for n > 3. 
Thus 

a, +a2 + ... + a254 = 2 +4+16+251=18 (mod 255). o 


Example 2.85. (USAJMO 2013) Are there integers a and b such that a°b + 3 
and ab® + 3 are both perfect cubes? 


Proof. Assume that there are such integers a,b, and write a°b + 3 = zê and 
ab? +3 = y3. Then 


(a? — 3)(y? — 3) = ab - ab® = afb? = (ab)®. 


The remainders modulo 9 of any cube are 0, 1 or 8 by example 2.83. Assume 
that 3 | x, then 3 | z? = ab +3, so 3 | ab. Since each of a,b is congruent to 0 
or +1 modulo 3 by the Euclidean division, we deduce that a or b is a multiple 
of 3. Without loss of generality, assume that 3 | a, then a°b + 3 is a multiple 
of 3 but not of 9, so cannot be a cube. Thus x,y are not multiples of 3 and so 
x? — 3 and y — 3 are congruent to —2 or —4 modulo 9. Thus their product 
(ab)® is congruent to 4,8, or 7 modulo 9. This is impossible, since (ab)® = 1 
(mod 9), as (ab)? = +1 (mod 9). O 
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Remark 2.86. The proof of the previous example contains a proof of an im- 
portant fact. If m divides 3n and m is not a multiple of 3, then m divides n. 


2.3.2 Combinatorial arguments and complete residue systems 


The fact that there are only finitely many possibilities for the remainders of 
integers when divided by a fixed nonzero integer n is extremely useful in prac- 
tice, since it allows us to use combinatorial arguments to solve number theory 
problems. Among them, let us stress the following fundamental pigeonhole 
principle (which follows immediately from theorem 2.79). 


Theorem 2.87. (pigeonhole principle) a) If n is a positive integer, then 
among any n+ 1 integers we can find two giving the same remainder when 
divided by n. 

b) If n is a positive integer, then among n consecutive integers there is 
exactly one multiple of n (and for any 0 < r < n there is exactly one congruent 
to r modulo n). 

c) In any infinite sequence of integers we can find infinitely many terms 
having the same remainder when divided by n (in particular n divides the 
difference of any two such terms). 


Let us illustrate the previous theorem with a few interesting examples. 


Example 2.88. Prove that any positive integer has a multiple whose decimal 
representation contains the sequence 20132014. 


Proof. Let n be a positive integer and choose k such that 10* > n. Consider 
the numbers 20132014: 10* + 1, 20132014-10* + 2, ...,20132014-10*+n. Each 
of them starts with 20132014 and one of them is a multiple of n. O 


Example 2.89. (Erd6) Prove that among n integers we can always choose some 
of them whose sum is a multiple of n. 


Proof. Let a, ..., an be arbitrary integers and consider the sums 


Sk = a1 + a2 + ... + Qk 
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for 1< k <n. If S},...,S, give pairwise distinct remainders when divided by 
n, then one of these remainders is 0 and so some Sẹ is a multiple of n, solving 
the problem in this case. Otherwise, there are integers 1 < i < j < n such 
that S; and S; give the same remainder when divided by n. But then 


n | Sj — Si = di1 +- + aj 
and the problem is solved in this case too. o 


The next problem is a beautiful application of the previous one. 


Example 2.90. (Tournament of the Towns 2002) There’s a large pile of cards. 
On each card a number from 1,2,...,n is written. It is known that the sum 
of all numbers on all of the cards is equal to k-n! for some k. Prove that it is 
possible to arrange the cards into k stacks so that the sum of numbers written 
on the cards in each stack is equal to n!. 


Proof. We will argue by induction on n, the case n = 1 being clear. Assume 
that the result holds for n — 1. Call a card small if the number on it does not 
exceed n — 1. Let us focus only on small cards and suppose there are at least 
n such cards. Pick n small cards and choose a group of such cards among the 
n chosen cards such that the sum of the numbers on the cards of this group is 
a multiple of n, necessarily of the form rn for some r € {1,2,...,2 — 1}. Now 
compress all cards in the group in a super card and label it with number r. If 
there are still at least n small cards after this procedure, pick again n small 
cards and repeat the previous procedure to create a new super card labelled 
with some number between 1 and n—1. Repeating this process, we will end up 
with a certain number of super cards and at most n—1 small cards. Note that 
the sum of the numbers on these small cards is a multiple of n, since the sum 
of all cards on the table was a multiple of n. Thus the sum of the numbers on 
the remaining small cards is of the form rn for some r € {1, 2, ...n—1}. Finally, 
compress these remaining small cards into a super card with label r. Now we 
only have cards labelled with n and a certain number of super cards labelled 
with 1,2,... or 7 — 1. We can consider each card labelled with n as a super 
card labelled with 1, so now we have only super cards labelled with 1, 2,... or 
n—1, and the sum of the labels on these super cards is kn!/n = k(n —1)!. By 
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induction, we can split the super cards into k stacks with the sum of the values 
in each stack equal to (n —1)!. Since each super card is obtained by collecting 
some cards, it follows that the original cards can be split into k stacks such 
that the sum of the numbers in each stack is n-(n — 1)! = n!. The result 
follows. O 


Example 2.91. (Romania 1996) Let a,b,c be integers, with a even and b odd. 
Prove that for any positive integer n there is an integer x such that 2” | 
ax? + br +c. 


Proof. Let f(x) = ax?+br+c. It suffices to check that f(0), f(1),..., f(2"—1) 
give pairwise distinct remainders mod 2”, as then among these numbers there 
will be a multiple of 2”. Now, assume that 0 < i < j < 2” — 1 and f(t) = f(y) 
(mod 2"). Thus 


2” | f(7) — f(®) = alj? — 7?) + 0 — i) = (j — i)(ali + j) + b). 


Since a is even and b is odd, a(i + j) +b is odd and so necessarily 2” | j — i, 
contradicting the inequalities 0 < j — i < 2”. O 


Example 2.92. (Kvant, M 668) The sequence 21,%2,... is defined by zı = 
1, £2 = 0,23 = 2 and 2n41 = Ln_-2 + 24-1 for all n > 3. Prove that for each 
positive integer m there are infinitely many pairs of consecutive terms of the 
sequence divisible by m. 


Proof. Consider the terms of the sequence modulo m and denote by r; the 
reminder of x; modulo m. Note that any three consecutive terms fi, Ti+1, Ti+2 
determine not only rj,3 but 7;_1 too. Hence we may define r; for nonpositive 
integers k and the obtained new sequence is periodic. Indeed, the number of 
triples of nonnegative integers less than m is not larger than m? and therefore 
there are two equal triples (rj, Ti+1,Ti+2) = (Tita, Titat1,Tita+2)- Since the 
first triple is determined uniquely by the second one it follows that for all 
k we have (rk, 7k+1;7k+2) = (Tk+a;TktatisTktat2), ie. the sequence (rn) is 
periodic. On the other hand ro = x3 — 2271 = 0 and rı = x2 — zo = 0. Hence 
Tka—-1 = Tka = 0 which shows that for all k the terms £ka—ı and zka of the 
given sequence are divisible by m. O 
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Example 2.93. Prove that each integer n > 1 has a multiple less than n* whose 
decimal representation has at most four different digits. 


Proof. Choose k such that 2*-! < n < 2*. The result is easy to check when 
k <5, so assume that k > 6. There are 2 >n nonnegative numbers less than 
10* and having only digits 0 and 1. Two of them must give the same remainder 
when divided by n, hence their difference is a multiple of n. But their difference 
is a number with digits 0,1,8 or 9, which is less than 10% < 16*-1 < nt (the 
inequality 10% < 16*- is equivalent to 1.6% > 16 and holds since 1.6° > 16 
and k > 6). Oo 


Another very useful observation is the following 


Proposition 2.94. Let n be a positive integer and let a1,...,aņn be integers 
giving pairwise distinct remainders when divided by n. Then these remainders 
are necessarily a permutation of 0,1,.....—1. In particular, for all k > 1 we 
have 


ak+ak+..tat=1*4+0%4...4(n—1)* (mod n). 
Proof. This is clear. O 


Sequences aj,...,@, as in the previous proposition occur quite often in 
nature, for instance any sequence of n consecutive integers has this property 
(by theorem 2.87). Because of their importance, such sequences deserve a 
name: 


Definition 2.95. A sequence a1, ...,@n of integers is said to be a complete 
residue system mod n if aj,...,@n give pairwise distinct remainders when di- 
vided by n (and then the remainders of aj,...,@n, must be a permutation of 
0,1,...,2 — 1). 


The following examples illustrate the concept of complete residue system. 


Example 2.96. Find all positive integers n such that there exist complete 
residue systems Qj, @2,...,@n and b1ı,b2,...,bn modulo n such that a; + bı, 
a2 + b2, ..., an + bn is also a complete residue system modulo n. 
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Proof. If n is odd, it suffices to choose any complete residue system a1, ..., an 
and let b1 = aj,...,b, = Gn, so assume that n is even and that such 
Q1,---, An, 01, ..., bn exist. If c1, ..., Cn is a complete residue system, then 


—1 
a+..+e =0414+..4(n-1)= mn) (mod n). 
Hence the hypothesis yields 
= 1 Ez 1 n n 
n(n — 1) + n(n — 1) = 5 ai + Xb; 
2 2 r r 
i=1 t=1 
n 
1 
=) (u + b:) = a=) (mod n) 
i=1 
Thus n divides nine) which is false for n even. O 


Example 2.97. (Serbia 2012) Find all positive integers n for which one can find 
a permutation a1, @2,...,@n of 1,2,...,n such that aj + 1,a2 + 2, ..., an +n and 
a, — 1, a2 — 2, ..., an — n form complete residue systems modulo n. 


Proof. Suppose that a1, ..., an is such a permutation. Then 

1+2+... +n = (a1 +1)+(a2+2)+...+(an+n) (mod n), 
hence n divides aj + ... + an = anD, and thus n is odd. Also, we have 
2(1?+2?+...+n?) = (a1+1)?+...+(an+n)?+(a1—1)?+...+(an-n)? (mod n), 


and the last sum equals 2(a? + ...+a2 +1? +... +n?). It follows that n divides 
2(12 +... +n?) = aint int) hence 3 does not divide n. 

Conversely, if n is odd and not divisible by 3, let a; be the remainder of 
2i when divided by n (with the convention that we take remainders between 
1 and n, not between 0 and n—1). The reader can easily check that aj, ..., dn 
satisfies all requires properties (the point is that the numbers 2i for 1 <i<n 
give different remainders when divided by n, and so do the numbers 3% for 
1<i<n). o 
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Example 2.98. (Romania JBMO TST 2013) Find all positive integers n > 2 
having the following property: there is a permutation {a1, a2, ...,@n} of the set 
{1, 2, ...,n} such that the numbers a; + a2 +... + apg, where k € {1, 2,3,...,n}, 
form a complete residue system modulo n. 


Proof. We will prove that there is such a permutation if and only if n is even. 
Suppose that such a permutation exists. Then n does not divide aj + ... + 
a, — (a1 +... + ak—1) = ag for k = 2,...,n. Thus we must have a; = n and so 
n cannot divide aj +... + an = n(n) | which forces n to be even. 

Conversely, assume that n is even and let a; = n — i + 1 for i odd and 
a; =i — 1 fori even. Thus the permutation is 


n,1,n — 2, 3,... 
If i = 2k + 1 is odd, then 


a, +a2+... +a; =1+ (—2) +3 + (—4) 4+... + (2k — 1) + (—2k) 


(mod n). 


If i = 2k is even, then 
ay +az+... +a; = 1+(—2)+...4+(2k—3)—(2k-2) + 2k-1=k= 5 
It follows immediately that all partial sums (a1 -+a2+...+4;)1<i<n give distinct 


remainders modulo n, and the result follows. oO 


We end this section with a series of miscellaneous problems in which the 
Euclidean division and its various consequences explained above play a crucial 
role. 


Example 2.99. (Kvant, M 24) Let 0 < m < n be positive integers. Prove that 


there are integers 0 < qi < ... < qr such that qi | q2 | .... | qr and 
m 1 1 1 
i pe + — + aie + i 
n m1 42 dr 
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Proof. We use strong induction on m, the case m = 1 being clear. Suppose 
that the result holds up to m—1 and let us prove it for m. Consider n > m > 1 
and writen = mq +r with 0 <r < m and q È 1. If r = 0, then m= l and 
we are done. Otherwise, we have n = m(q + 1) — (m — r) and 

m m(q+1)_ n+m-r_ 1 m-=r 


n  n(q+1) n(q+1) Tarl. (q+1)n' 


By the inductive hypothesis we can write 


m-r 1 1 

a ae pe a 

n d2 qr 
with q3 | ... | g. Letting qı = q + 1 and qi = (q + 1)g; for 2 < i < r yields the 
desired representation of 7. o 


Example 2.100. We say that a positive integer n is good if the remainder of 
any perfect square when divided by n is a perfect square. 

a) Prove that n = 16 is good. 

b) Prove that any good number is smaller than 500. 


Proof. a) Let n = 8k +r be a positive integer, with 0 < r < 7. Then n? = r? 
(mod 16). If r < 3, the remainder of n? when divided by 16 is r?, a perfect 
square. If r = 4, the remainder is 0, while if 5 < r < 7 the remainder is 
(8 —r)?, again a square. 

b) Suppose that n > 500 is good and let q = | yn] and r = n — q?. Then 
0<r<2q and q > 22. Let M = (v2 — 1)q] and finally let 


ak = (q+ k}? —n. 


It is not difficult to check that for 1 < k < M we have 1 < ak < n, so that 
ay is the remainder of (q + k)? when divided by n. Hence we can find positive 
integers bı < ... < by such that a, = b2 for k < M. Since 


am =(q+M} -n<2 -n< g, 
it follows that bm < q and so by < q for all k. For 2 < k < M we have 


b2 — b2_, = ay — ag_1 = 2q + 2k — 1. 
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Combined with the fact that bẹ < q this easily yields by — bg_1 > 3 (note that 
bk — bk—1 is odd by the previous relation). But then adding these inequalities 
yields 3(M — 1) < bm — bı < q— 1. Coming back to the definition of M it is 
not difficult to see that the last inequality is impossible for q > 22. O 


Remark 2.101. Actually the largest good number is 16, but this requires a 
certain number of manual computations which are not very nice. 


Example 2.102. (Japan 2000) Let n > 3. Prove that there are n pairwise 
distinct positive integers aj,...,@, such that the product a1@2...a;-10;41.--dn 
gives remainder 1 when divided by a; for 1 <i<n. 


Proof. The obvious approach is to use induction, but we will see that this is 
slightly tricky to implement. For n = 3 choose the numbers 2,3,5. Assume 
that we constructed aj, ..., dy, and let us try to construct an41. This should bea 
divisor of a1...an—1. To make our life easy, we try the choice @n41 = @1...an—1. 
Unfortunately, it is no longer true that a1ag...an+1 = 1 (mod ag), as required. 
Indeed 


Q103...€n41 = 4103...n *An41 =1-(—1)=—-1 (mod a2). 


Since we cannot really say anything about divisors of a,...a, — 1, this naive 
approach seems doomed. 

To make things work, we start by constructing a sequence b1, b2, ..., bn such 
that the product of all terms except b; gives remainder b; — 1 when divided 
by bi. This is fairly easy to construct since this time the previous inductive 
argument works: start with bı = 2 and define inductively 


bn+1 = b1...bn + 1. 


Assuming that b1, ..., bn have the property that [],z;b; = —1 (mod b;) for 1 < 
i < n, the numbers 0),...,bn41 have the same property, since by construction 
bn+1 = 1 (mod b;) for 1<i<n. 

Now, choose a; = b; for 1 < i < n and an4ı = b1...bn — 1. Then a1...an = 1 
(mod an+1) and moreover for 1 < i < n we have 


I] a= [| j anm =(-1)-(-1)=1 (mod aj), 


1<j#i<n+1 1<i#j<n 
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thus @1,...,@n,@n+41 are a solution of the problem for all n > 2. o 


Example 2.103. (St Petersburg 2013) Let a be a positive integer with 54 digits, 
each equal to 0 or 1. Prove that the remainder of a when divided by 33-34...39 
is larger than 100000. 


Proof. To simplify notations, let A = 33-...-39. Since a has 54 digits, each 
equal to 0 or 1, we can write a = 10": + 10%? + ... + 10** for some integers 
kı >... > ks, with kı = 53. Write a = Aq + r for the Euclidean division of a 
by A. The key observation is that 10° — 1 divides A, as can be easily checked 
from 

10° — 1 = (10° — 1)(10 + 1) = 9 - 3 - 37 -7 - 11- 13. 


Thus, r = a (mod 10° — 1). Now, let r1, ..., Ts be the remainders of kı, .-., ks 
when divided by 6. Then 10 = 10% (mod 10ê — 1) and so 


r=a=10"+...+10 (mod 10° — 1). 
Note that rı = 5 as kı = 53. If 
107! +... +10" < 10° — 1, 
the previous congruence yields 
r >10" +.. +10" > 10°. 


Assume that 10" + ... + 10”: > 10 — 1. Since kı, ..., ks are distinct numbers 
between 0 and 53, at most 9 of them give remainder i when divided by 6, and 
this holds for all 0 < i < 5. Thus 


107 +... +10" <9-149-104...+9-10° = 10°-1 


and so this inequality should be an equality, forcing kı = 53, ko = 52,..., 
ks4 = 0, in other words a would have all digits equal to 1. Moreover, r = 0 
(mod 10° — 1), hence r > 10° — 1 > 10° or r = 0. But if r = 0, then A would 
divide a = Da , impossible since 5 | A and 5 does not divide a. The result 


follows. o 
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Problems for practice 


Basic properties 


. Prove that the last n + 2 digits of 52°+"+? are the digits of 5"+?, com- 


pleted on the left with some zeros. 


. Is there a polynomial f with integer coefficients such that the congruence 


f(z) = 0 (mod 6) has 2,3 as solutions, but no other solution in the set 
{0,1,..., 5}? 


. (Iran 2003) Is there an infinite set S such that for all distinct elements 


a,b of S we have a? — ab + b? | a2b?? 


. (Russia 2003) Is it possible to write a positive integer in every cell of an 


infinite chessboard in such a manner that for all integers m,n > 100, the 
sum of numbers in every m x n rectangle is divisible by m + n? 


. Prove that if k > 1 is an integer then there are infinitely many positive 


integers n such that n|k” + 1. 


. (Kvant M 904) For each positive integer A with decimal representation 


A = GnOn—1---40 
we set 
F(A) = an + 2an—1 +++» + 27ta + 2% a9 
and consider the sequence Ag = A, A; = F(Ao), A2 = F(A1),.... 


(i) Prove that there is a term A* of this sequence such that A* < 20 and 
F(A*) = A*. 
(ii) Find A* for A = 197013. 


. Are there infinitely many 5-tuples (a, b,c,d,e) of positive integers such 


that l1<a<b<c<d<eanda|b*—-1,b|?—1,c|d—-1,d|e?-1 
and e | a? — 1? 
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(Romania JBMO TST 2003) Let A be a finite set of positive integers 
with at least three elements. Prove that there are two elements of A 
whose sum does not divide the sum of the other elements of A. 


(Iran 2005) Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n such 
that n | 3PH — 2771, 


(Mathematical Reflections S 259) Let a,b,c, d,e be integers such that 
a(b+c)+b(c+d)+c(d+e)+d(e+a)+e(a+b) =0. 
Prove that a + b+ c+ d+ e divides að + b5 + c° + d5 + e® — 5abcde. 


(Kazahstan 2011) Find the smallest integer n > 1 such that there exist 
positive integers a1, a2, ...,an for which 


a? +... +a? | (a+... +an) 1. 


(Kvant 898) Find all odd integers 0 < a < b < c < d such that 
ad=bc, a+ d=2", b+c=2™ 
for some positive integers k and m. 


f is a polynomial with integer coefficients such that f(n) > n for 
every positive integer n. Define a sequence (£n)n>1 by zı = 1 and 
Li+1 = f (xi). Assuming that each positive integer has a multiple among 
T1, T2, ..., prove that f(X) = X +1. 


(Iran 2013) Suppose that a,b are two odd positive integers such that 
2ab + 1 |a? +b? +1. Prove that a = b. 


(Kvant) Prove that n? +1 divides n! for infinitely many positive integers 
n. 


(Vietnam 2001) Let (an)n>ı be an increasing sequence of positive inte- 
gers such that an41 — an < 2001 for all n. Prove that there are infinitely 


many pairs (i,j) with i < j such that aj|a;. 


58 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 
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26. 
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Induction and binomial coefficients 


(Tournament of the Towns) Define a sequence (@n)n>0 by ao = 9 and 
an+1 = a3 (3an + 4) for n > 0. Prove that an + 1 is a multiple of 102” 
for all n. 


Find the largest integer k which divides 8"+! — 7n — 8 for all positive 
integers n. 


Let a,b be distinct integers and let n be a positive integer. Prove that 
(a — b)? | a” — b” if and only if a — b | nb"“!. 


(BAMO 2012) Let n be a positive integer such that 81 divides both n 
and the number obtained by reversing the order of the digits of n. Prove 
that 81 also divides the sum of digits of n. 


Prove that for all n > 1 the number Gay'Gny' is an integer multiple of 
(n+1)?. 


Find all integers a such that n? divides (n + a)” — a for all positive 
integers n. 


(P. Erdés) Prove that every positive integer is a sum of one or more 
numbers of the form 2” - 3°, where r and s are nonnegative integers and 
no summand divides another. 


(Kvant M 2274)) Let k > 2 be an integer. Find all positive integers n 
such that 2* divides 1” + 2” +--.+(2* — 1)”. 


Let k be an integer greater than 1 and let aj,...,a,, be integers such that 
ai + Zag + 3ta3 +... + n'an =0 


for all i = 1,2,...,k — 1. Prove that a; + 2a. + ... + nřan is divisible by 
k!. 


Prove that for any integer k > 3 there are k pairwise distinct positive 
integers such that their sum is divisible by each of the given numbers. 
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(Kvant) Prove that for any integer n > 1 there exist n pairwise distinct 
positive integers such that for any two a, b among them the number a+b 
is divisible by a — b. 


(Romania TST 1987) Let a,b,c be integers such that a + b+ c divides 
a? +b? +c. Prove that a+ b+ c divides a” +b” + c” for infinitely many 
positive integers n. 


(Russia 1995) Let a; be an integer greater than 1. Prove that there is 
an increasing sequence of positive integers a, < ag < ... such that 


ai + ao +... + ap | a? +... +a? 
for all k > 1. 


Let n be a positive integer. Prove that 


a) All multiples of 10” — 1 which do not exceed 10”(10" — 1) have sum 
of digits 9n. 


b) The sum of digits of any multiple of 10” — 1 is at least 9n. 

(USAMO 1998) Prove that for each n > 2 there is a set S of n integers 
such that (a — b)? divides ab for every distinct a,b € S. 

(Romania JBMO TST 2004) Let A be a set of positive integers such that 
a) if a € A, then all positive divisors of a are also in A; 

b) if a,b € A satisfy 1 < a < b, then 1 +ab € A. 

Prove that if A has at least 3 elements, then A is the set of all positive 


integers. 


(USAMO 2002) Let a,b be integers greater than 2. Prove that there 
exists a positive integer k and a finite sequence nj, nz, ..., Nk of positive 
integers such that nı = a, nz = b, and njni41 is divisible by ni + ni+ı 
for each i (1 < i< k). 


Is it true that for any integer k > 1 we can find an integer n > 1 such 
that k divides each of the numbers (7), (3) (nea)? 
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(Catalan) Prove that m!n!(m + n)! divides (2m)!(2n)! for all positive 
integers m,n. 


Let z1 < 22 < ... < Tn—1ı be consecutive positive integers such that 
Tp | K(f) for all 1 < k < n—1. Prove that zı equals 1 or 2. 


Euclidean division 


Prove that for any n > 1 there are 2n — 2 positive integers such that the 
average of any n of them is not an integer. 


Let n be a positive integer. Find the remainder of 32” when divided by 
gnts | 


(Saint Petersburg 1996) Let P be a polynomial with integer coefficients, 
of degree greater than 1. Prove that there is an infinite arithmetic pro- 
gression none of whose terms belongs to {P(n)| n € Z}. 


(Baltic Way 2011) Determine all positive integers d such that whenever 
d divides a positive integer n, d also divides any integer obtained by 
rearranging the digits of n. 


(Russia) A convex polygon on the coordinate plane contains at least 
m? +1 points with integer coordinates in its interior. Show that some 
m + 1 of these points lie on a line. 


(IMO 2001) Let n > 1 be an odd integer and let ci, c2, . . . , Cn be integers. 
For each permutation a = a1, a2,...,@n of 1,2,...,n, define 


S(a) = €ja1 + C202 +... + Cn Gn. 


Prove that there are permutations a # b of 1,2,...,n such that n! | 
S(a) — S(b). 


Let n,k > 1 be integers. Consider a set A of k integers. For each 
nonempty subset B of A, compute the remainder of the sum of elements 
of B when divided by n. Assume that 0 does not appear among these 
remainders. Prove that there are at least k distinct remainders obtained 
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in this way. Moreover, if there are only k such remainders, then all 
elements of A give the same remainder when divided by n. 

(IMO 2005) A sequence aj, ag, ... of integers has the following properties: 
a) Q1,42,...,@n is a complete residue system modulo n for all n > 1. 


b) there are infinitely many positive and infinitely many negative terms 
in the sequence. 


Prove that each integer appears exactly once in this sequence. 


For a positive integer n, consider the set 
S = {0,1,1+2,1+2+3,...,14+2+3+4+...+(n-1)} 


Prove S is a complete residue system modulo n if and only if n is a power 
of 2. 


(Argentina 2008) 101 positive integers are written on a line. Prove that 
we can write signs +, signs x and parentheses between them, without 
changing the order of the numbers, in such a way that the resulting 
expression makes sense and the result is divisible by 16!. 


(adapted from Kvant M33) Consider the remainders of 2” when divided 
by 1,2,...,.n. Prove that their sum exceeds cnlogn for some constant 
c > 0 (independent of n > 1). 


Chapter 3 


GCD and LCM 


This relatively short chapter discusses properties of the greatest common 
divisor and of the least common multiple of several integers, with special 
emphasis on the applications of these concepts to diophantine equations. Key 
results proved and discussed at length in this chapter are Bézout’s theorem 
and Gauss’ lemma. These are crucial results in arithmetic, which will appear 
constantly throughout this book. 


3.1 Bézout’s theorem and Gauss’ lemma 


3.1.1 Bézout’s theorem and the Euclidean algorithm 


In this chapter we will be interested in common divisors of two or several 
integers. We start by introducing the key definition and notation for this 
notion: 


Definition 3.1. Let aj, ag, ..., an be integers, not all equal to 0. We denote by 
gcd(a1, a2, ...,@n) and call the greatest common divisor of a1, ..., an the largest 
positive integer that divides a1, ag,..., dn simultaneously. 


The fact that the previous definition makes sense deserves an explanation: 
we need to check that the set of positive common divisors of a1, ...,an has a 
greatest element. This set is nonempty, since it contains 1, and this set is finite, 
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since any common divisor of a1, ..., @n does not exceed max(|ay], |aa|, ..., |an|) (if 
all a;’s are nonzero, we can replace max(|aj|,..., |@n|) with min(|aj|, ..., |a@n|)), 
so there are only finitely many common divisors. Note that this crucially uses 
the hypothesis that aj, ..., an are not simultaneously equal to 0. We will take 
the convention that gcd(a1,...,@n) = 0 when a; =... = an = 0. 

By definition, gcd(aj,...,@n) divides aj,...,@n, hence it divides any linear 
combination of a1, ...,@n. The fundamental result in this section states that 
gced(a1,...,@n) is actually equal to some linear combination of a1, ...,an. The 
Euclidean division plays a crucial role in the proof. 


Theorem 3.2. (Bézout) For any integers a, ..., an there are integers £1, ...,Ln 
such that 
gcd(ay,...,@n) = a121 +... + Ann. 


Proof. If a, = ... = Gn = 0, choose x; = ... = £n = 0, so assume that not all 
a;’s are equal to 0. Let S be the set of all linear combinations a1z1 +... +anZn 
with integer coefficients 71, ..., 2%. Note that a? + ...+ a2 is a positive integer 
in S, so there is a smallest positive integer d in S. We will prove that d = 
ged(a1, ...,@n), which implies the desired result. 

Since d is a linear combination of a1, ...,@n, d is a multiple of ged(aj, ..., an). 
It suffices therefore to prove that d divides a1, ..., an in order to conclude. We 
will prove that d divides any element s of S, and in particular it divides 
Q1,---,@n. Let s E€ S and suppose that d does not divide s. Thus s = qd+r 
for some integers r,s with 0 < r < d. Now s and d are linear combinations of 
Q1,---;@n, thus r = s — qd is also a linear combination of a1, ..., an and so r is 
a positive element of S smaller than d. This contradicts the minimality of d 
and finishes the proof of the theorem. O 


We record the following simple consequence of theorem 3.2, which will be 
constantly used from now on. 


Corollary 3.3. If x1,...,2%n are integers and a is a positive integer, then 
gcd(az1,...,a%n) = a- ged(z4,..., Zn). 


Proof. The result is clear if x; = ... = £n = 0, so assume that this is not the 
case. Let d = gcd(azj,...,a%,) and e = gcd(aj,..., £n). Since e | z; for all i, 
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we have ae | az; for all i, hence ae is a common positive divisor of azı, ..., a%n, 
and so ae < d. By the previous theorem e is a linear combination of z1, ..., Zn, 
hence ae is a linear combination of azj,...,a%,, and so ae is a multiple of d. It 
follows that ae = d, as needed. o 


Example 3.4. (Putnam 2000) Prove that the expression #4") (7) is an in- 
teger for all pairs of integers n > m > 1. 


Proof. Write gcd(m,n) = an + bm for some integers a,b, then 


ged(m,n)(n\  [n mi(n 
s(n) mela) ela) 


thus it suffices to check that ™ (7) is an integer. But 


mf|n\_ m n! = (n—1)! fret 
n\m) n (n=m)m! (m-1)!(n=m)! \m-1 


is an integer. O 


We will try to find a practical way of computing gcd(qj,...,@,). The ob- 
vious and naive approach consists in testing whether k divides a1, ..., an for 
1 < k < max(|ai|,...,|an|) (if all a;’s are nonzero, we can replace max with 
min) and take the largest such k. This is not efficient at all. 

We will first simplify the problem by reducing it to the case n = 2. In 
order to do this, we need the following very important result, which is an easy 
consequence of theorem 3.2, but which would not be so easy to prove directly 
from the definition of ged(a1, ..., an). 


Corollary 3.5. Let aj,...,an be integers. Any common divisor of ai, ..., an 
divides gcd(a1, ..., Qn). 


Proof. Any common divisor of a1,...,a@,, divides any linear combination of 
@1,---,Qn and, by theorem 3.2, gcd(aj,...,@n) is a linear combination of 
Q1, -3 An. O 
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The previous corollary easily implies the following property of gcd, which 
reduces the computation of the gcd of n numbers to that of the gcd of n — 1 
numbers and the gcd of two numbers. Inductively, this reduces therefore the 
problem of computing the gcd of n numbers to that of computing the gcd of 
two numbers. 


Theorem 3.6. For all integers aj, ..., an we have 
gcd(a1, ...,@n) = gcd(ged(a1, ..., @n—1), An). 


Proof. Let d = gcd(aj,...,@n) and e = gcd(aj,...,@n_1). Note that d is a 
common divisor of aj,...,@n—1, thus d | e thanks to the previous corollary. 
We need to check that gced(e,an,) = d. Since d divides a, and e, we know 
that d < gcd(e,a,). On the other hand, gcd(e, an) divides e and an, thus it 
divides aj,...,@, and thanks to the previous corollary again, gcd(e,an) | d, 
thus gcd(e, an) < d. We conclude that gcd(e, an) = d. 


The formal reductions of the problem being done, we need to solve the 
problem of computing gcd(a, b) for two integers a,b. The key observation is 
the following: 


Proposition 3.7. Let a,b be integers with b £ 0 and let a = bq +r be the 
Euclidean division of a by b. Then gcd(a, b) = ged(b, r). 


Proof. Any common divisor of a and b divides a — bq = r and so is a common 
divisor of b and r. Conversely, any common divisor of b and r = a — bq is 
a divisor of a and so a common divisor of a and b. The result follows then 
straight from the definition of gcd(a, b) and gcd(b,r). E 


Using the previous proposition, we obtain a very efficient way of computing 
gcd(a, b). Ifa = 0, then clearly gcd(a, b) = |b], and if b = 0 then gcd(a, b) = Jal. 
Thus we may assume that a,b #0. Also, gcd(a, b) = gced(|al, |b|), so replacing 
a and b with their absolute values we may assume that a, b are positive integers. 
Finally, gcd(a, b) = gcd(b, a), so we may assume that a > b. Then we apply 
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the Euclidean division and obtain the relations 


a = bq +r, O<ri<b 
b = rıq + T2, 0<r2<r 
ry = T203 + T3, 0 < r3 <r 


Tk-2 = Tk-1k Tk, O <Tk<Tk-1 
Th-1 = Tklk+1 H Tk+1; Tk+1=0 
Since b > rı > r2 > ... are nonnegative integers, there must be some k for 


which rg+1 = 0. Hence our process must terminate. Moreover, by the previous 
proposition 


d = gcd(a, b) = gcd(b, r1) = ged(r1, r2) =... = ged (rk, Tk+1) = gcd(rx, 0) = fk, 


thus gcd(a, b) is the last nonzero remainder obtained in the process. We have 
just proved the very important 


Theorem 3.8. (Euclidean algorithm) Let a > b be positive integers. Define 
To = a, rı = b and, as long as rn # 0, define rn41 as the remainder in the 
Euclidean division of rn—1 by Tn. Then there is a smallest n > 1 for which 
Tn = 0, and rn_1 = gcd(a, b). 


Example 3.9. Compute 
a) gcd (2050, 123). 
b) ged (987654321, 123456789). 
c) gcd (2016, 2352, 1680). 


Proof. a) The Euclidean algorithm is implemented as follows 


2050 = 123 - 16 + 82 
123 = 82-1+ 41 
82 = 2-41+40 


Hence gcd (2050, 123) = 41. 
b) Set a = 987654321, b = 123456789. Euclidean division yields a = 
8b +9. Next, we need to perform the Euclidean division of b by 9. A direct 
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computation shows that 9 | b and so the corresponding remainder is 9. It 
follows that gcd(a, b) = 9. 
c) We first find 
gcd(1680, 2016) = gcd(16 - 105, 16 - 126) = 16 gcd(105, 126) = 16 - 21. 
We next find 
gced(16 - 21, 2352) = gcd(16 - 21, 16 - 147) = 16 - ged(21, 147) = 16 - 21 = 336. 
Thus the answer is 336. o 


3.1.2 Relatively prime numbers 


We move on to the second important topic of this section, that of coprime 
and pairwise relatively prime numbers. Let us define this concept first. 


Definition 3.10. Integers a1, ..., an are called relatively prime or coprime if 
gced(a1,...,@n) = 1. 
They are called pairwise relatively prime if gcd(a;, aj) = 1 foral 1 <i #j <n. 


Remark 3.11. Saying that aj,...,a@, are pairwise relatively prime is much 
stronger than saying that a1, ..., an are relatively prime. For instance 6, 10,15 
are coprime since no integer greater than 1 divides all of them, but gcd(6, 10) = 
2> 1, gcd(6,15) = 3 > 1 and ged(10,15) =5 > 1. 

Before moving on to more technical things, let us give some classical exam- 
ples illustrating the previous notions. The following example is very important, 
establishing a key property of the numbers 


F, = 2?" +1, 


called Fermat’s numbers. These numbers play a fundamental role in arithmetic 
and quite a lot of difficult problems concern them (we will see the appearance 
of Fermat numbers quite often in this book). The following problem shows 
that these numbers are pairwise relatively prime (note that it is not entirely 
obvious how to construct infinite sequences of positive integers such that any 
two terms in the sequence are relatively prime). 


3.1. Bézout’s theorem and Gauss’ lemma 69 


Example 3.12. Let Fy, = 22” +1 be the nth Fermat number. Prove that 
gcd(Fm, Fn) = 1 
for m#n. 


Proof. We may assume that m > n. Suppose that d > 1 is a common divisor 
of Fy, and Fy, then clearly d is odd, since Fp is odd. Since 22” = —1 (mod d), 
we also have 

(27) = (1) =1 (mod d), 
in other words 2?” = 1 (mod d). But by assumption d | Fm, thus 2?” = —1 
(mod d). We deduce that d | 2 and since d is odd, we must have d = 1. O 


An alternative argument which can be used to prove that the Fermat 
numbers are pairwise relatively prime is based on the identity 


Fn — 2 = FoF)...Fn-1, 
which follows from 
22” — 1 = (2 — 1)(2 + 1)(22 + 1)...(27 7 +1). 


Thus if d divides F,, and Fm with m < n, then d divides 2 = Fa — Fo...Fn_1. 
Since d is odd, we must have d = 1. 
The next example is a variation on this theme. 


Example 3.13. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients such that 
f(0) = f(1) = 1. Prove that for all integers n, the numbers n, f(n), f(f(n)), 
f(f(f(n))), ... are pairwise relatively prime. 


Proof. Let n be an integer and define the sequence (a%)x>0 by ao = n and 
ak+ı = f (ax) for k > 0. We need to prove that ao, a1, ... are pairwise relatively 
prime. 

By hypothesis f — 1 vanishes at 0 and 1, thus we can write 


f(X) =X(X -1)9(X) +1 
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for some polynomial g with integer coefficients. Then 


ak+1 = f (ax) = 1 + ag(ar — 1)g(ar), 


which can be written as 
ak+ı — 1 = (ax — 1)axg(ax). 


A straightforward induction, then gives 


m—-1 
am — 1 = (ao — 1) [J (axg(ax)). 
k=0 


The right-hand side is a multiple of aoa1...am-1. Thus if d divides a; for some 
j < m, then d divides am — 1 and d does not divide am unless d = 1. We 
deduce that gcd(a;,a,) = 1 for j < k and the result follows. o 


Example 3.14. (Miklos Schweitzer Competition 1949) Let n and k be positive 
integers, n > k. Prove that the numbers (%), (i); sere Ce) are relatively 


prime. 


Proof. We prove this by induction on k, the case k = 1 being clear. As- 
sume that the result holds for k — 1 and let d be a common divisor of 
(7), ("¢"),-.-, CT"). Then d divides the successive differences between these 
numbers, thus d | ("{*)—(%) = (,",), then d | ("f?)—("77) = (71) and finally 
d | (7). But by the inductive hypothesis the numbers (,”,),..., Cr) 
are relatively prime, so d | 1 and the result follows. 


Example 3.15. (Tournament of the Towns 2003) An increasing arithmetic pro- 
gression consists of one hundred positive integers. Is it possible that every two 
of them are relatively prime? 


Proof. Yes, it is possible. We are looking for positive integers a,b such that 
a+ ib and a+ jb are relatively prime for 0 < i < j < 99. Suppose that d 
divides a + ib and a + jb, then it divides (j — i)b and so it divides 99!b. But 
since d | 99!a+199!, d also divides 99!a, and so d | 99! gcd(a, b). We choose a, b 
relatively prime, then d | 99!. Next, we choose b a multiple of 99!, then d divides 
a (since it divides 99! and a+ ib). Finally, choosing a = 1 (or any number 
congruent to 1 modulo 99!) yields the desired arithmetic progression. o 
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Example 3.16. (Kvant, M 1014) Let aj,a2,...,a@n, be pairwise distinct and 
pairwise relatively prime numbers. Prove that there are infinitely many posi- 
tive integers b such that the numbers a; +b,a2+b...,an+0 are also pairwise 
relatively prime. 


Proof. Denote by P the absolute value of the product of all numbers a; — a;, 
1<i< j <n. Then for each positive integer k the numbers a; + kP, 


a2 +kP,..., an+ kP are pairwise relatively prime. Indeed, let d be a common 
divisor of a; + kP and a; + kP. Then d divides a; — a; and hence it divides 
P. Hence d divides both a; and aj, ie. d= 1. Oo 


The following result (which will be constantly used from now on) explains 
why relatively prime integers are simultaneously a natural and useful notion: 


Proposition 3.17. Let aj,...,an be integers and let d = gcd(aj, ..., an). There 
are relatively prime integers z1, ...,£n such that a; = dx; for 1 <i<n. 


Proof. Since d divides aj,...,an, we can write a; = dz; for some integers 
Z1,...,2n. If d = 0, we have ay = ... = an = 0 and we can take xz; = 1 
for 1 <i<n. Ifd #0, then 2,...,% are relatively prime, since if e > 1 is 
a common divisor of z1, ..., £n, then ed is a common divisor of a1, ..., an and 
ed > d, a contradiction. o 


Theorem 3.2 yields the following characterization of relatively prime numbers: 


Corollary 3.18. Integers a1,...,an are relatively prime if and only if there 
are integers z1, ..., £n such that azı +... + an£n = 1. 


Proof. If there are such integers z1, ...,%n, then clearly any common divisor of 
Qj, ..., An divides 1 = a12%1 +... + ann and so gcd(a1, ..., an) = 1. The converse 
follows directly from theorem 3.2. o 


We can give a slight improvement of the previous corollary (for n = 2) in 
which we take care of positivity: 


Corollary 3.19. Ifa,b are relatively prime positive integers, then we can find 
positive integers m,n such that am — bn = 1. 
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Proof. Choose z,y E€ Z such that ax + by = 1. For all integers t we have 
a(x + bt) — b(at — y) = 1, hence it is enough to show that we can find t such 
that x+bt and at—y are positive integers. Simply choose t > max(—z,y). UO 


3.1.3 Inverse modulo n and Gauss’ lemma 


The first part of the following fundamental theorem follows straight from 
theorem 3.2. 


Theorem 3.20. If gcd(a,b) = 1, then we can find an integer x such that 
ax =1 (mod b). Moreover, any two such integers x are congruent modulo b. 


Proof. As we have already observed, only the second statement needs a proof. 
If x, x’ are two such integers then az = 1 = az’ (mod b) and so 


x' = asr = (az')x =x (mod b), 
as needed. o 


Remark 3.21. 1) The converse of the previous result also holds, for if az = 1 
(mod b), then we can write ax — 1 = by for some integer y, hence any common 
divisor of a and b will divide 1. 

2) By the theorem, all numbers z satisfying az = 1 (mod b) give the same 
remainder when divided by b. This remainder is called the inverse of a modulo 
b and denoted a~! (mod b). 


The previous theorem has many important consequences, which wouldn’t 
be easy to prove directly. For instance, it immediately implies the following 
result, which is of utmost importance and will be used throughout the book: 


Theorem 3.22. (Gauss’ lemma) If a,b,c are integers such that a | bc and 
gcd(a,b) = 1, then a | c. 


Proof. Let x be an integer such that br = 1 (mod a) (such z exists by theorem 
3.20). Since bc = 0 (mod a) we obtain zbe = 0 (mod a) and soc = 0 (mod a). 
The result follows. O 


Let us write Gauss’ lemma in terms of congruences: 
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Corollary 3.23. If ab = ac (mod n), then b = c (mod zdle zdan): In particu- 
lar, if gcd(a, n) = 1, then b = c (mod n). 


Proof. Let d = gcd(a, n) and write a = du,n = dv, with gcd(u, v) = 1. Then 
ab = ac (mod n) is equivalent to v | u(b — c). By Gauss’ lemma, this is 
equivalent to v | b — c, i.e. b = c (mod v). O 


Another very important result is the following direct consequence of Gauss’ 
lemma. 


Theorem 3.24. Let a,b,c be integers such thata | c, b | c and gcd(a,b) = 1. 
Then ab | c. In other words, if an integer is a multiple of two relatively prime 
numbers, then it is a multiple of their product. 


Proof. We can write c = ad for some integer d. Since b | c and gcd(a,b) = 1, 
by Gauss’ lemma we have b | d. Thus ab | ad = c and we are done. o 


Remark 3.25. An immediate induction shows that if an integer is a common 
multiple of finitely many pairwise relatively prime integers, then it is a multiple 
of their product. 


We also mention the following very useful consequence of theorem 3.20. 


Corollary 3.26. If an integer a is relatively prime to each of the integers 
by, b2, ... bn, then it is also relatively prime to b1b2...bn. 


Proof. By theorem 3.20 we can find integers x; such that bjx; = 1 (mod a). 
Then (b1b2...bn) - (£1...£n) = 1 (mod a), hence a and 0j...b, are relatively 
prime. O 


The following result would be fairly difficult to prove using only formal 
properties of the divisibility relation: 


Corollary 3.27. If a,b are integers and a” | b” for some n > 1, thena | b. 


Proof. If a = 0 or b = 0, then the result is immediate, so assume that a,b are 
nonzero. Let d = gcd(a,b) and write a = du and b = dv for some relatively 
prime integers u,v. Then du” | dru”, so u” | v”. By the previous corollary 
ged(u, v”) = 1, and since u divides v” (as u | u” | v”), we deduce that u | 1 
and so u = +1. Thus a = +d and it clearly divides b = dv. O 
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Let us see how the previous theoretical results work in practice. 


Example 3.28. (Saint Petersburg) Find all relatively prime positive integers 
x,y such that 
(x3 — z) = y? — y. 


Proof. Write the equation as 
2x3 — y? =2r—y 


and let z = 2x — y. Since gcd(x,y) = 1 we have gced(z,z) = 1. Next, 
z | 2x — y hence z | 8z — y? and by hypothesis z | 22° — y?, thus z | 6z. 
Since ged(z, z) = 1, we have ged(z, x?) = 1 (corollary 3.26) and Gauss’ lemma 
yields z | 6. We deduce that z € {—1, —2, —3, —6, 1,2,3,6}. Solving in each 
case the corresponding system 


22 —-—y=zZ, 23 — y? = z 
yields the solutions (x,y) € {(1, 1), (4,5)}. oO 


Example 3.29. (Erdés-Szekeres) Let n be a positive integer, and let k and m 
be positive integers such that 0 < m < k < n. Prove that the numbers (7) 
and (”*) are not relatively prime. 


Proof. Assume that the numbers (7) and (7°) are relatively prime and note 


that 
n k\ _ n! k! 
h) l (*) ~ kl(n= k)! mi(k—m)! 


_ n! , (n-m)! _{n n-m 
~ mi(n—m)! (k-m)! (n-k)! \m k-mj` 
Thus (7) - (*) is divisible by (2) and since (?) and (2) are relatively prime, 


it follows that (*) is divisible by (2). Thus (*) > (2) (note that (*) 40, as 
0< m < k). This is impossible, since by hypothesis k < n, thus 


G-a 


m m:(m—1)-..+1 
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m:(m—1)-...+1 m 


a ee . 


Example 3.30. Prove that if n,k are positive integers, with k odd, then 
E+ 2+..4¢n] 1% +2" 4... tn". 


Proof. This comes down to n(n+1) | 2(1*+2*+...+n*). Since gced(n,n+1) = 
1, it suffices to prove separately that n | 2(1*+...+n*) and n+1 | 2(1*+...+n*). 
But 


a(1* +... + nF) = (1* + (n—1)*) + (2* + (n—2)*) 4... + ((n —1)* +:1*) + 2n* 


= (1% +n") + (2° + (n—1)*) 4+... + (në + 1%) 


and we conclude in both cases using the fact that a + b | a* + b* when k is 
odd. o 


Example 3.31. (IMC 2012) Is the set of positive integers n for which n! + 1 
divides (2012n)! finite or infinite? 


Proof. The solution is very short but very tricky: we will prove that the set 
is finite. Write for simplicity 2012 = k. Assume that n! + 1 | (kn)! for some 
n. Since n!* | (kn)! (this follows by repeated applications of the divisibility 
alb! | (a+ 6)!) and since n! + 1 and n!* are relatively prime, we must have 


kn)! 

T= a - pee 

However, 
f(n+1) _ (kn+1)(kn + 2)...(kn + k)(n! +1) 
fin) (n+ 1)4((n+1)!+1) 

(kn+k)F — ntti RE 

mE GDI ~ 
since 


n!+1 


1 
(n+ 1!4+1~ 7’ 
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this last inequality being equivalent to n! > n — 1. Thus, if n > k*, then 
f(n+1) < f(n). Now, if the problem had infinitely many solutions, there 
would be an infinite decreasing sequence of positive integers, which is clearly 
absurd. Hence the set is finite. O 


Yet another result that is very useful in practice and follows directly from 
the previous ones is: 


Theorem 3.32. Let n be an integer greater than 1 and let a be an integer. 
Then 0, a, 2a, ...,(n —1)a is a complete residue system modulo n if and only if 
gced(a,n) = 1. 


Proof. Suppose that gcd(a,n) = 1. It suffices to show that the remainders of 
0, a, 2a,...,(m — 1)a when divided by n are pairwise distinct, as this implies 
that they must be a permutation of 0,1,2,...,n—1. If ia and ja give the same 
remainder when divided by n, then n | (i — j)a and by Gauss’ lemma we have 
n | i— j, which is impossible if 0 < i # j <n. 

Suppose now that 0, a, 2a, ..., (n— 1)a is a complete residue system modulo 
n, in particular there is j € {1,2,...,n — 1} such that ja = 1 (mod n), hence 
gcd(a, n) = 1. 


Here are two illustrations of theorem 3.32. 
Example 3.33. (Gauss) Let a,b be relatively prime integers greater than 1. 


Prove that A 
— | kaj _ (a—1)(b-1) 
D Z = 2 


k=1 
Proof. Writing ka = qkb + rk with 0 < rk < b, we know that 7,...,r,-1 is a 
permutation of 1, ...,b — 1, since gcd(a, b) = 1. Thus 
b-1 b-1 b-1 
X ka=b.-X a+) k 
k=1 k=1 k=1 
and so 


m1 itt EEEE EE E E 


DGG L Ee b 2 2 


3.1. Bézout’s theorem and Gauss’ lemma TT 


Since qk = ka , the result follows. o 


Example 3.34. (Landau’s identity) Prove that if m,n > 1 are relatively prime 
odd integers, then 


Proof. Consider the set A of numbers of the form zm — yn with 1 < x < noi 
and 1 < y < mA, We will count the number of elements of this set in 
two different ways. First, we claim that A has (min) elements, which 
reduces to checking that the previous numbers are pairwise distinct. But if 
rm — yn = zım — yın then (x — zı)m = (y — yı )n and so n | m(x — 21). Since 
gcd(m,n) = 1, we deduce that n | x — xı and since 1 < z, 21 < r, we must 
have x = x1 and y = y1, proving the claim. 

On the other hand, let us see how many nonnegative numbers are in A. 
The inequality rm > yn is equivalent to y < @ or y < |77]. For a given 
x € {1,2,..., 27+} we have |22| < “5+, thus the number of y € {1,2,..., 27+} 
such that y < @ is |Z” |. Summing over all values of x, we deduce that there 


n-i 
are )>,2, |27] nonnegative numbers in A. A similar argument shows that 
1 


there are DEN |2] nonpositive elements in A. We would have a problem if 
0 was in A, since it would be counted twice. However, 0 ¢ A, since if rm = yn 
then m | yn, then m | y and this is impossible since 1 < y < m. Thus 0 ¢ A 


m-i n=l 
and so A has $ p2 || + bti ka elements. Combining this with the 
first paragraph yields the desired result. O 


We end this section with another very useful result, that will be constantly 
used when dealing with expressions of the form a” — b”. It is a simple combi- 
nation of Bézout’s theorem and Gauss’ lemma, but it is remarkably efficient 
in practice. 


Proposition 3.35. Let a,b and m,n be positive integers. If gcd(a,b) = 1, 


then 
gcd(a™ _ b”, n b”) z aged(m,n) _ ged(m,n) 
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Proof. Replacing a, b, m, n by a8edm™n) | pged(m,n) ede and CED respec- 
tively, we may assume that gcd(m,n) = 1. Since a = b (mod a — b), we have 
a* =b! (mod a — b) for all k > 1. Hence a — b divides ged(a™ — b™, a” — b”). 
Conversely, let d = gcd(a™ — 6”, a” — b”) and let us prove that d|a—b. We 
have a” = b™ (mod d) and a” = b” (mod d), hence a™* = b™* (mod d) and 
a™ = b™ (mod d) for all k,l > 1. Since gcd(m,n) = 1, Bézout’s lemma (more 
precisely corollary 3.19) gives us k,l > 1 such that km = ln + 1. Hence 


itt! = gmk = pmk — priti = p. gn (mod d), 


that is d | a™(a—b). But since gcd(a, b) = 1, we have gcd(a, b”) = 1 and hence 
gcd(a,a™ — b™) = 1. Since d divides a™ — b™, we conclude that gcd(a, d) = 1. 
Thus using Gauss’ lemma, we obtain d | a — b and the result follows. O 


Corollary 3.36. Leta > b> 0 and m,n be positive integers. If gcd(a, b) = 1, 
then a™ — b™ divides a” — b” if and only ifm |n. 


Note that one implication of this corollary is a direct consequence of the 
fact that if n = md, then a™ — b™ divides a” — b” = (a™)4 — (b™)4. The 
other implication can also be proved independently of the previous proposition 
(whose proof is rather technical but whose result is stronger). Indeed, suppose 
that a” — b™ | a” — b” and write n = mq +r for some integers q,r with 
0<r<m. Suppose that r > 0. Then 


a” — b” = a™4(q" — b") +b" (a™ — b™), 


By the first step a — b™ | a4 — b™4, hence a™ — b™ | a™(a” — b"). Since 
gcd(a,b) = 1, we have gcd(a™!,a™ — b™) = 1 and using Gauss’ lemma we 
obtain a” — b” | a” — b". But this is impossible, since 0 < a” — b" < a™ — b™ 
(to see why the inequality a” — b < a™ — b™ holds, write it in the form 
aTi + a?o +... + OTI <a™14...457}), 

Let’s give a few examples of applications of the previous proposition and 
corollary: 


Example 3.37. Let n be an integer greater than 1. Find all positive integers 
m such that (2” — 1)? | 2™ — 1. 
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Proof. Let m be a solution of the problem. We have 2” — 1 | 2™ — 1, thus 
n|m. Write m = kn for some positive integer k. Then 


(2) 4)? | 24° — 1 = (2° = 1)(1 + 2” SFO) 


and so 
27 —1,14+2%+4+...4 o 


On the other hand, 
1+2 +.. AOS 1 1 tak (mod 27 = 1), 


hence we must have 2" — 1 | k and thus n(2” — 1) | m. Conversely, if m = kn 
with 2” — 1 | k, then the previous computations and congruences show that 
(2” — 1)? | 2™ — 1. Thus the solutions of the problem are all multiples of 
n(2” — 1). o 


Example 3.38. (Kvant M 1858) Let a and b be positive integers such that 
ged(2a + 1,2b +1) =1. 
Find the possible values of ged(220+t + 29+! 4 1, 220+1 + 2+1 + 1). 
Proof. The key observation is that for all k > 0 
(Q2k+1 4 gh 4 qy(Q2k+2 _ ghtl 4 1) = (g2h+1 4 1)? — (gh+1)2 = 24k+2 4 1 


Set d = ged(274t! + 20+ 4 1, 22041 + 96+1 +1). Then d divides 24¢+? +1 and 
hence also 28¢+4 — 1. Analogously d divides 28°+4 — 1. Using the hypothesis, 
we obtain 


gcd(2°o+4 r- 1, g8b+4 = 1) = ggcd(8a+4,8b+4) =e 94 a= 15 


and d is a divisor of 15. Note that 3 does not divide d since 22¢+! +2141 = 
2°+1 (mod 3) is not divisible by 3. Thus either d = 1 or d = 5 and both cases 
are possible. Indeed, to achieve ged(22¢+1422+141, 226+1,9>+111) = 1 simply 
take a = 1 and b = 2, and to achieve ged(27¢+1 +. 2941 4.1, 22041 4 24141) =5 
take a = 3 and b= 4. O 
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3.2 Applications to diophantine equations and 
approximations 


The goal of this section is to illustrate the power of the techniques and 
results established in the previous section, by applying them to the resolution 
of certain classical diophantine equations. Along the way we will discuss the 
important topic of approximations of real numbers with rational numbers and 
its arithmetic applications. 


3.2.1 Linear diophantine equations 


The simplest diophantine equations are the linear ones. These are the 
equations of the form 
atı +... + Ann = b, 


where a1, ..., an, b are given integers. For these equations we have a complete 
theory, which describes when these equations have solutions as well as methods 
of finding all solutions. 


Theorem 3.39. Let aj,...,an,b be integers. The equation 
ar, +... + anTn = b 
has integral solutions if and only if gcd(a1,...,@n) |b. 


Proof. Let d = gcd(a1, ..., an). If d does not divide b, then clearly the equation 
has no integral solution. Assume that d | b. By Bézout’s theorem there are 
integers y1, .--,Y%m such that 


d=ayyi +... + QnYn- 
But then setting z; = b - yi yields an integral solution of the equation. O 
How can we find all solutions of the previous equation? By induction on 


n we are reduced to discussing the case n = 2, which is dealt with in the next 
theorem. 
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Theorem 3.40. Let a,b,c be integers with (a,b) # (0,0). Suppose that the 
equation ax + by = c has integral solutions (which is equivalent to gcd(a, b) | c 
by the previous theorem) and let (x0, yo) be a solution. Then the solutions of 
the equation are given by 


b a 
(zo + odlad)” ~ ged(a, 6) t) l 
with t € Z. 


Proof. One easily checks that (zo + xaaays Yo — zany) is a solution of 
the equation for all integers t. Assume now that (x,y) is a solution of the 
equation. Subtracting the relations az + by = c and azo + byo = c yields 
a(x — zo) = b(yo — y). Writing a = du and b = dv, where d = gcd(a,b) 
and gcd(u,v) = 1, we obtain u(x — xo) = v(yo — y). Since u | v(yo — y) and 
gcd(u, v) = 1, by Gauss’ lemma we can find an integer t such that yo — y = ut. 
Then x — zg = vt, hence x = xo + vt and y = yo — ut. The proof is therefore 
finished. O 


Example 3.41. Solve in integers the linear diophantine equations 
a) 15x + 84y = 39. 
b) 3a + 4y+ 5z =6. 


Proof. a) The equation is equivalent to 5z + 28y = 13. A solution is y = 1, 
xz = —3. All solutions are of the form x = —3 + 28t, y = 1 — 5t, t € Z, by 
theorem 3.40. 

b) The equation can be written as 3x + 4y = 6 — 5z. Since ged(3,4) = 1 
solutions exist for all z, hence we can set z = s for any s € Z. A solution of 
32+4y = 1 is z = —1, y = 1. Soa solution of 3x + 4y = 6 — 5s is zp = 5s — ô, 
yo = 6 — 5s. Hence (using again theorem 3.40) all solutions are 


x = 5s—6+4t 
y = 6 — 5s — 3t o 


zZ=8 
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Example 3.42. (Sylvester 1884) Let a,b > 1 be relatively prime integers. Then 
ab — a — b is the largest integer that cannot be written as ax + by, with x,y 
nonnegative integers. 


Proof. Suppose that ab — a — b = ax + by for some nonnegative integers x,y. 
Then —b = by (mod a) and since gcd(a,b) = 1, we have y = —1 (mod a). 
Similarly x = —1 (mod b). We deduce that x > b— 1 and y > a — 1, hence 


ab—a-— b= az + by > a(b — 1) + b(a — 1) = 2ab — a — b, 


clearly impossible. 

It remains to prove that any integer n > ab — a — b can be written in the 
desired form. Since gcd(a, b) = 1, there are integers u, v such that au+bu = n. 
Moreover, by replacing u by u + bt and v by v — at for some integer t, we may 
suppose that 0 < u < b. Then 


ab—a—b+1<n=au+bv < a(b- 1) + bv, 
hence v > 0. The result follows. oO 


Example 3.43. Let aj,...,@n be positive integers and let gcd(a1, ...,an) = k. 
Then all sufficiently large multiples N of k can be written azı + ... + anTn 
with £1, ..., £n positive integers. 


Proof. We will prove the statement by induction, the case n = 1 being clear. 
Assume that the result holds for n—1 and let us prove it for n. Fix a1, ..., an > 0 
and let k = gcd(a1, ..., an) and l = gced(aj,...,@n_1). Then k = ged(l, an) by 
theorem 3.6. Let N > lan be a multiple of k. Theorem 3.2 shows the existence 
of an integer £n such that N = znan (mod 1). Adding a large multiple of l 
tO Zn, we may assume that £n > 0. Choose the smallest such £n > 0 and 
observe that £n < l since if £n > l then £n — l is a smaller positive solution 
of the previous congruence. Choose M such that any multiple of l greater 
than M can be written 21a, +... + Zn—1ü@n—1 with positive integers z1, ...,%n—1 
(this is possible by the inductive hypothesis). Then for any N > M + anl 
which is a multiple of k, N — an£n is a multiple of l greater than or equal to 
N — anl > M, thus we can write N — antn = £10, +... + Zn—1Gn_1 and so 
N = azı +... + an£n With z1, ..., £n > 0. This finishes the inductive step and 
solves the problem. o 
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Remark 3.44. If aj, ..., an are relatively prime positive integers, let g(a1, ..., an) 
be the greatest positive integer N for which the equation 


Q121 +--+ + ant = N 


has no solutions in nonnegative integers. Then g(a1,...,an) is well-defined 
by example 3.43. The problem of determining g(a1,...,@) is known as the 
Frobenius coin problem and it is still open except for n = 2 (in which case 
example 3.42 shows that g(ai, a2) = a1a2 — a1 — a2). 


Example 3.45. (Iran 2002) Let S be a set of positive integers such that a+b € S 
whenever a,b € S. Prove that there are positive integers k and N such that 
for all n > N we have n € S if and only if k | n. 


Proof. It is clear that S is infinite. Let aj < ag < ... be the elements of S 
and consider the sequence gn = gced(aj,...,@n). Clearly gn > gn+ı for all n, 
thus the sequence (gn)n>1 is eventually constant, say with value k. Clearly 
k divides all elements of S. It suffices therefore to prove that all sufficiently 
large multiples of k are in S. Since S is stable under addition, S contains 
1,21 +... + Qn%py for any a1, ...,An E S and 7},...,2, positive integers. The 
result follows then from example 3.43. O 


3.2.2 Pythagorean triples 


We want to discuss now one of the most classical and important diophan- 

tine equations, namely 
ety? = 2. 

Triples of integers (x,y,z) satisfying this equation are called Pythagorean. 
Finding Pythagorean triples is equivalent to finding right-angled triangles with 
integer side-lengths. In order to describe all solutions of this equation, we will 
need the following result, which turns out to be extremely useful in the study 
of diophantine equations. 


Theorem 3.46. Let a,b be relatively prime positive integers such that ab = c” 
for some positive integer c. Then a and b are both nth powers of positive 
integers. 
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Proof. Let d = gcd(a,c) and write a = du and c = dv for relatively prime 
positive integers u,v. Then ub = dv. Since gcd(u,v) = 1, we have 
ged(u, v”) = 1 (corollary 3.26). Since u | d*~!v", Gauss’ lemma yields u | 
d”! and so v”? = qe-rO is a multiple of b. On the other hand v” | ub and 
gced(v", u) = 1, thus using again Gauss’ lemma we obtain v” | b. We conclude 
that b = v” and u = d"“!, thus a = d”. The result follows. o 

Before dealing with the resolution of the equation x? + y? = z? we would 
like to illustrate the previous theorem with a few interesting examples. 


Example 3.47. Prove that the product of three consecutive positive integers is 
never a perfect power. 


Proof. Write the three consecutive integers n — 1,n,n+ 1, and suppose that 
(n —1)n(n +1) = af, with a,d> 1. 

Then n(n? — 1) = af and since ged(n, n? — 1) = 1, it follows that both n and 
n? — 1 are dth powers. Say n = ct and n? — 1 = ef, for some integers c,e > 1. 
Then c?4—e% = 1, which can also be written as (c?—e)(c?4-) ....4e4-1) = 1. 
This is clearly impossible, since c? — e > 1 and c(4-) +..4e41>d>1. O 


Example 3.48. (IMO Shortlist 2007) Let b,n be integers greater than 1 such 
that for all k > 1 one can find an integer a such that k | b— a”. Prove that b 
is the nth power of an integer. 


Proof. Choosing k = b?, it follows that there are integers a and c such that 
b— a” = cb?. This can be written as b(1 — cb) = a”. Thus b and 1 — cb 
are positive numbers, relatively prime and whose product is an nth power. 
It follows that both are nth powers. In particular, b is an nth power, as 


desired. oO 
Example 3.49. (Vietnam 2013) Find all integers x such that wee 1 is a perfect 
square. 

Proof. Clearly x = —1 and x = 0 are solutions, and we will prove that they 


are the only solutions of the problem. If x < —1, then the fraction is negative 


8.2. Applications to diophantine equations and approximations 85 


and cannot be a perfect square, so we need only consider x > 1. Since 


000 __ 4 500 _ 4 


500 
Pe ee a At Es 1 
xz—-l1 x—1 (2 +1) 


and ged (2 a x500 + J 12, 2, a since z500 + 1 is not a square!, we deduce 
that z5% + 1 = 2u? and 2 = Ww? for some integers u,v > 1. Thus 

50 _ 4] 250 4+1 =z 

x-1 D A 


Note that 4 does not divide x75° + 1 (since 4 does not divide u? + 1 for any 


; 250_ 250 ; È 
integer u), hence %2 1 and st are relatively prime and so each of them 
wea 


must be a square. But then oT m -(x1?5+1) is a square and z! +1 and 


are relatively prime (since = = a 1 is odd, because z is odd). Thus x! T 1 is 
a square, say x17° + 1 = 2?. Then (z—1)(z+1) = z!” and z — 1,z + 1 are 
relatively prime (since z is even), thus z — 1 and z+ 1 are both the 125th 
power of some positive integers p,q. But then g!° — p! = 2 and so q— p = 1 
or q—p = 2. In both case it is easy to see that we Eee have q!” — p!” = 2. 
Thus the only solution is x = 0. O 


We are now ready to describe all Pythagorean triples. 
Theorem 3.50. The solutions in positive integers of the equation 
a? ty? = 2? 
are given by 
a = d(m? — n?), y = 2dmn, z = (m? +n?)d 


or 
z =2dmn, y = (m? — n?)d, z = (m? + n?)d, 
where m > n > 0 are relatively prime and of different parity, and where d > 0. 


ince T les Stric etween e consecutive squares x ani T + A 
1gince z5% + 1 lies strictly between th ti 500 and (225° +1)? 
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Proof. It is not difficult to check that the given triples are solutions of the 
equation: this reduces to the equality 


(m? — n?)? + (2mn)? = (m? + n?)?, 


which is easy to check. 

Conversely, let (x,y,z) be a solution of the equation with x,y,z > 0 and 
let d = gcd(z,y), so that z = da and y = db with a,b relatively prime positive 
integers. Moreover, 

P(e +b) = 2? 


hence d? | z? and so d| z. Say z = dc for some positive integer c, then 
a+b =", 


Since a,b are relatively prime, the previous relation implies that a, b,c are 
pairwise relatively prime. Also, note that c is odd: otherwise, since a,b are 
relatively prime they must be both odd but then c? = a? +b? = 2 (mod 4), 
impossible. Thus a and b have different parities. By symmetry, we may assume 
that a is odd and b is even. Rewrite the equality a? + b? = c? as 


( b ) 2 _c—ac+a 
2) 2 2 
and observe that since gcd(a, c) = 1 we also have gcd (55%, $2) = 1 (note that 


the sum and difference of the numbers 42 and 5% are c and a respectively). 
We deduce that $5% and cta are both perfect squares, say 


c—a 2 cra 2 
—— =n ——— =m. 
2 a 


Note that m > n are relatively prime positive integers of different parities 
(since m? + n? = c is odd). Also b = 2mn and 


a=d(m?—n?), y=2dmn, z=d(m?+n’), 


as desired. o 
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One of the most famous problems in number theory is the resolution of 

Fermat’s equation 
gay aa”. 

We have just seen how to solve it for n = 2. The general case was solved by 
Wiles in 1994 (more than 350 years after the problem was posed), who proved 
that for n > 2 there are no nontrivial solutions. The proof of this deep result 
is one of the most spectacular applications of the interplay between number 
theory and algebraic geometry (needless to say, the proof goes far beyond the 
scope of this modest book). Already the case n = 3 is quite challenging (even 
though in this case there is an elementary, though fairly technical proof). The 
next theorem deals with the case n = 4 and establishes a stronger result, 
using Fermat’s method of infinite descent (we have already encountered some 
applications of this method in the first chapter). 


Theorem 3.51. (Fermat) The equations zt + y* = 2? and zt — yt = z? have 
no nontrivial (i.e. with ryz + 0) integral solutions. 


Proof. We only give the proof for the equation z*+y* = z?, the argument being 
similar for the other one. We may restrict ourselves to solutions z, y, z in which 
x,y, z > 0 (since changing each of z, y, z into its absolute value does not change 
the fact that they form a nontrivial solution of the equation). Assume the 
contrary and consider a nontrivial solution (£o, yo, zo) with smallest possible 
value of zo. Then necessarily gcd(z9, yo) = 1 (otherwise letting d = gcd(zo, yo), 
d? must divide z and so (Ẹ, X, 4) gives a nontrivial solution with smaller 
value of z, contradicting the minimality of zo). Also, one of zo, yo must be 
even (otherwise we obtain z? = 2 (mod 4), a contradiction), say without loss 
of generality yo is even. Using theorem 3.50 we may find relatively prime 
positive integers a,b such that 
xe = a? — b?, ye = 2ab, zo =a? +b. 

Since x2 = a? — b?, zo is odd (as yo is even and gced(xo,yo) = 1) and 
gcd(a, b) = 1, we deduce, using again theorem 3.50, the existence of relatively 
prime positive integers c,d such that 


to = e-e, b = 2cd, a=c+d?. 
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It follows that 


24 gry — a _ (o\’ 
cd(c +=% =(2). 


Since c, d, c? + d? are pairwise relatively prime, we conclude that each of them 
must be a perfect square, say c = u?, d = v? and c? + d? = w?. Then 


ut +o =w? 
and so (u, v, w) is a nontrivial solution. By minimality of zo, this forces w > zo. 
But this is certainly impossible, since 
2 =0 +e >a = (P +P > +E =u tw. 
The result follows. O 
Remark 3.52. 1. On the other hand, the equation 
rt +y tz =e 
has nontrivial solutions: a famous example due to Elkies (1988) is 
2682440* + 15365639* + 18796760 = 20615673*. 
Another example, found by Frye is 
958004 + 2175194 + 414560 = 4224814. 


The equation 

P+y+2+P=w 
also has nontrivial solutions, for instance Lander and Parkin (1967) 
found the solution 


1445 = 275 + 845 + 110° + 133°. 


These examples disprove a conjecture of Euler, namely that for n > 2 
the equation 
ay + ay +.. + an-4 = b” 


has no solutions in positive integers (this turns out to be true for n = 3, 
as we have already mentioned). 
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2. With exactly the same arguments one can prove that the equation zt — 


yt = z? has no nontrivial integral solutions. We deduce immediately 
that the equation zt + yf = 22? has only the obvious integral solutions, 


by writing it in the form 
4_,4\2 
zu —y 


3. In general, if d is a positive integer, then one can prove that the equa- 
tion zt — yf = dz? either has no nontrivial solutions or infinitely many 
solutions in relatively prime positive integers. 


Example 3.53. For which integers x, y do we have zt — 2y? = 1? 
Proof. Writing the equation as 
at ty? = (y? +1)? 
and applying Fermat’s theorem above we obtain y = 0 and then z = 41. O 
Example 3.54. Find all integers x,y such that 824 + 1 = y?. 


Proof. Suppose that (x,y) is a solution. Replacing x,y with their absolute 
values, we may assume that x,y > 0. If y = 1, we obtain the solution (0, 1). 
Suppose that y > 1. Clearly y is odd, say y = 2z+1 for some positive integer z. 
Then z(z+1) = 224 and since ged(z, z +1) = 1, we deduce that either z = 2a* 
and z+1 = bf for some positive integers a, b, or z = af and z+1 = 2b* for some 
positive integers a,b. In the first case we obtain bt — 2a* = 1, contradicting 
the result established in the previous example. In the second case we obtain 
a* +1 = 20+, which can be written as 


4 2 
4 až- 1 8 

—— | =D. 
a+ ( 5 


Since a,b > 1 and the equation zt + y? = z4 is impossible in positive integers, 


Since the equation x* + z? = y* has only trivial solutions and since we deduce 
that a = 1 and b= 1, thus z = 1 and x = 1, y = 3. We conclude that the only 
solutions are (x,y) = (0, +1), (+1, +3). o 
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Example 3.55. Solve in integers the equation 
zt + (2? +1)? = y’. 


Proof. Again, we may assume that x,y > 0. If x = 0, we obtain y = 1, so 
assume that x > 0. Then z?,z? +1 and y form a Pythagorean triple with 
gcd(x?,z*+1) = 1 and moreover z? is even (if x is odd, then the left-hand side 
is congruent to 5 mod 8, while the right-hand side is congruent to 1 mod 8). 
Thus there are relatively prime positive integers m > n of different parity such 
that 2? = 2mn and z?+1 = m?—n?. Letting x = 2a, we obtain mn = 2a? and 
m? —n? = 4a? +1. Since m,n have different parity and m? — n? = 1 (mod 4), 
m must be odd and n must be even. Since mn = 2a? and gcd(m,n) = 1, we 
conclude that n = 2u? and m = v? for some integers u,v > 0, and a = wv. 
We conclude that 
vt — 4u4 = 4u?v? + 1, 


which can also be written as 
(v? — 2u?)? — 8ut = 1. 


By the previous example we obtain (since u > 0) u = 1 and v? — 2u? = 43. 
This is however impossible, thus the only solution is (0, +1). o 


Example 3.56. Solve in integers the equation 
(2x? — 1)? = 2y? — 1. 


Proof. We may assume that x,y > 0. Clearly y > 1 and if y = 1 we obtain 
x =0 or x =1. Assume from now on that y > 1, so that z > 1. 
Write the equation as 


(22)? + (a? = 1)? _ y?. 


We discuss two cases, according to the parity of x. 

Suppose that x is odd, then z? = a? — b?, x? — 1 = 2ab and y = a? + b? 
for some a > b > 0 relatively prime and of different parity. Write a — b = u? 
and a +b = v? with 0 < u < v relatively prime and odd (note that such u,v 
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exist since (a — b)(a + b) = x” and gcd(a — b,a +b) = 1). Then z = wv and 
the equation z? — 1 = 2ab becomes 


u? +u v-au? 


2_1=29. : 
(uv)* -l1=2 7 7 


or 


wu — 2 = vt — ut. 


This is equivalent to (v? — u?)? = 2(u* — 1) and writing v? — u? = 2w yields 
ut — 2w? = 1. Using example 3.53 we obtain a contradiction. 

Suppose now that x is even. Similar arguments yield the existence of a > b > 0 
relatively prime, of different parity such that z? = 2ab, z? — 1 = a? — b? and 
y =a? +b?. Since a? — b? = x? — 1 = —1 (mod 4), we deduce that a is even 
and b is odd. Since 2ab = z? is a square, a is even, b is odd and gcd(a, b) = 1, 
we obtain a = 2m?, b = n? and x = 2mn for some positive integers m,n, 
which are relatively prime. Then the equation x? — 1 = a? — b? becomes 


4m?n? — 1 = 4m‘ — nå. 


This can be rewritten as 
(n? + 2m?)? = 8m* +1. 


Using example 3.54 we obtain m = 1 and n? + 2m? = 3, thus m =n=1. But 
then a = 2,b=1,2 = 2 and y = 5. 
We conclude that the solutions are (0, +1), (+1, +1), (+2, +5). O 


Example 3.57. Find all integers x,y such that 


1+r+r +r =y. 


Proof. Write the equation as (1 + x)(1 + z?) = y?, which makes it clear that 
x > —1. If z = —1 we obtain the solution (—1,0), and if x = 0 we obtain the 
solutions (0, +1). If x = 1 we obtain the solutions (1, +2). 

Assume from now on that x > 1 and, without loss of generality, that y > 0 
(and so y > 2). If z is even, then gcd(1 + x, 1 + x?) = 1 and we deduce that 
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1+<2 and 1+? are perfect square, which is clearly impossible. Thus z is odd, 
and then ged(1+2,1+27) = 2. We deduce that 1+ 2 = 2a? and 14 2? = 2b? 
for some a,b > 1, and y = 2ab. But then 


(2a? — 1)? = 2b? — 1. 


Using the previous example we obtain a = 2 and b= 5. 
But then x = 2a? — 1 = 7 and y = 20. 
We conclude that the solutions of the problem are 


(—1,0), (0, +1), (1, +2), (7, +20). o 


Example 3.58. (Bulgaria 1998) Prove that the equation z?y? = z?(z2?— x£? —y?) 
has no solutions in positive integers. 


Proof. Assume the contrary and let a = x? + y? and b = 2ry. Then 
a2 _ b2 = (a? =, y3)? 


and 
a? +b = r + y* + 6r?y?. 

On the other hand, since the equation (22)? — z?a — > has aes solutions, 
we deduce that its discriminant a? + b? is a perfect Bauera, Thus a? — b? and 
a? +b? are both squares and so af — bt = t? for some integer t. Since a,b > 0, 
we deduce that a = b and so x = y. But then (2? — x”)? = 2x4, contradicting 
the fact that v2 is irrational (see example 3.62 for a proof of a more general 
result). o 


Remark 3.59. The proof shows that already the equation z?y? = z(z—x? — y?) 
has no solutions in positive integers. 


3.2.3 The rational root theorem 


We will discuss now another application of Gauss’ lemma, the rational root 
theorem. This theorem bounds the denominators of the possible rational zeros 
of a polynomial with integer coefficients. One important consequence is that 
any rational root of a monic polynomial with integer coefficients must be an 
integer. 
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Theorem 3.60. (the rational root theorem) Let f(X) = an X” +... + ao be a 
polynomial with integer coefficients and an #0. Ifx = k (with p,q relatively 
prime integers) is a rational root of f, then q | an. 


Proof. Multiplying the equality f(x) = 0 by q” yields 
anp” + An—ip" "gq +... + aog” = 0. 


All terms in the sum except the first one are clearly multiples of g. Thus 
q | anp”. On the other hand gcd(q,p) = 1, thus gcd(q, p”) = 1 and using 
Gauss’ lemma we conclude that q | an, as desired. 0 


Corollary 3.61. Let f be a monic polynomial (i.e. the leading coefficient of 
f is 1) with integer coefficients. Any rational root of f is an integer. 


Example 3.62. Let n be a positive integer and let d > 1 be an integer. Prove 
that if /n is a rational number, then it is an integer. 


Proof. Let x = Yn and observe that x is a rational root of the monic polyno- 
mial with integer coefficients X? — n. Thus x must be an integer, by corollary 
3.61. oO 


In particular, if a,b,c are integers with a Æ 0 and if the equation ax? + 
bz +c = 0 has a rational solution, then the discriminant A = b? — 4ac must 
be a perfect square. Indeed, VA = |2ax + b| is rational and we conclude it 
is an integer using the previous example. Here is a nice application of this 
observation. 


Example 3.63. (Kvant M 1740) Let a,b,c be positive integers such that 
a? +b? +c =(a—b)? + (b-c)? + (e-a). 

Prove that ab, bc, ca and ab + bc + ca are all perfect squares. 

Proof. We can rewrite the given relation as 


a? +b? +e = 2(ab+ be + ca). 
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1+ and 1+2? are perfect square, which is clearly impossible. Thus z is odd, 
and then ged(1+ 2,1+ zx?) = 2. We deduce that 1+2 = 2a? and 1+ 2? = 2b? 
for some a,b > 1, and y = 2ab. But then 


(2a? — 1)? = 2b? — 1. 


Using the previous example we obtain a = 2 and b= 5. 
But then z = 2a? — 1 = 7 and y = 20. 
We conclude that the solutions of the problem are 


(—1,0), (0, +1), (1, +2), (7, +20). o 


Example 3.58. (Bulgaria 1998) Prove that the equation z?y? = z?(z? —x?—y?) 
has no solutions in positive integers. 


Proof. Assume the contrary and let a = z? + y? and b = 2zy. Then 
a2 eS b2 — (a? = y?) 


and 
a? +b? = zf + yt + 6r°y?. 

On the other hand, since the equation (2°)? — z?a — & > has integer solutions, 
we deduce that its discriminant a? + b? is a perfect sine’. Thus a? — b? and 
a? +b? are both squares and so at — bt = tł? for some integer t. Since a,b > 0, 
we deduce that a = b and so x = y. But then (2? — x”)? = 22%, contradicting 
the fact that v2 is irrational (see example 3.62 for a proof of a more general 
result). o 


Remark 3.59. The proof shows that already the equation z?y? = z(z—xz? — y?) 
has no solutions in positive integers. 


3.2.3 The rational root theorem 


We will discuss now another application of Gauss’ lemma, the rational root 
theorem. This theorem bounds the denominators of the possible rational zeros 
of a polynomial with integer coefficients. One important consequence is that 
any rational root of a monic polynomial with integer coefficients must be an 
integer. 
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Theorem 3.60. (the rational root theorem) Let f(X) = anX"+...+ ag be a 
polynomial with integer coefficients and an #0. If x = r (with p,q relatively 
prime integers) is a rational root of f, then q | an. 


Proof. Multiplying the equality f(x) = 0 by q” yields 
anp” + An—1p"*q +... + aog” = 0. 


All terms in the sum except the first one are clearly multiples of g. Thus 
q | anp”. On the other hand gcd(q,p) = 1, thus gcd(q, p”) = 1 and using 
Gauss’ lemma we conclude that q | an, as desired. o 


Corollary 3.61. Let f be a monic polynomial (i.e. the leading coefficient of 
f is 1) with integer coefficients. Any rational root of f is an integer. 


Example 3.62. Let n be a positive integer and let d > 1 be an integer. Prove 
that if 4n is a rational number, then it is an integer. 


Proof. Let x = Yn and observe that z is a rational root of the monic polyno- 
mial with integer coefficients X? — n. Thus z must be an integer, by corollary 
3.61. O 


In particular, if a,b,c are integers with a Æ 0 and if the equation ax? + 
bz + c = 0 has a rational solution, then the discriminant A = b? — 4ac must 
be a perfect square. Indeed, VA = |2az + b| is rational and we conclude it 
is an integer using the previous example. Here is a nice application of this 
observation. 


Example 3.63. (Kvant M 1740) Let a,b,c be positive integers such that 
a +b? +c? = (a—b)? + (b—c)*? + (c—a)?. 

Prove that ab, bc, ca and ab + be + ca are all perfect squares. 

Proof. We can rewrite the given relation as 


a + b? + c? = 2(ab+ be + ca). 
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Considering this as a quadratic equation in a, the discussion preceding the 
problem shows that the discriminant A = 16bc must be a perfect square. We 
conclude that bc is a perfect square and by symmetry we also obtain that ab 
and ac are perfect squares. Writing bc = x? for some integer z, we obtain 
a=b+c+2z and sob+c=a+e-2¢ with e € {-1,1}. But then 


ab+be+ca=2*+a(b+c) =r? + ala + 2-2) =(ate-z)’, 
finishing the proof. O 


The following exercise refines the rational root theorem. 


Example 3.64. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients and let x = F 
be a rational root of f, with p,q relatively prime integers. Then we can find 
a polynomial g with integer coefficients such that f(X) = (4X — p)g(X). 


Proof. Write f(X) = an X” + an-1 X"! + ... + ao and let us look for g of the 
form g(X) = bn-1X"7! +... + bo. The equality f(X) = (¢X — p)g(X) reduces 
(after looking at the coefficient of X/ on both sides for all j) to the system of 
equations 

—pbo = ao, qbo — pb, = a1, ..., Gbn—2 — pbn—1 = an-1, qbn-1 = Gn. 


Solving successively we obtain 


TER ao ce qao + pay 
0 = 77, AF 2 pene 
p p 
p _ Dm + pg" Pa +.. +p" an- _ an 
n-1 = C po E 


Thus we need to prove that all these expressions are integers. Note that the 
rational root theorem is precisely the statement that bn—ı is an integer. In 
general, we need to show that p*t! divides g*ajp+pq*—!a,+...+p*a,z. However 
we know that 


anp” + On—1p""q +... + an pip tq? *! + apg + ... + aog” = 0. 


We deduce that p*+1 divides agp*q”—* + ... + agg” = q?—*(agp* + ... + aog"). 
Since p*+! and q”—* are relatively prime, we deduce that p*t! divides agp” + 
... + agg, as needed. oO 
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Here is a nice application of the rational root theorem. Assume that a,b 
are rational numbers such that a+ 6 and ab are integers. We claim that a 
and b are actually integers. Indeed, a and b are roots of (X — a)(X — b) = 
X? — (a+ b)X + ab, which is a monic polynomial with integer coefficients, 
by assumption. Using the previous corollary, we deduce that a and b must 
be integers. A similar argument shows that if a,b,c are rational numbers and 
a+b+c,ab+bc+ca and abc are all integers, then a, b,c are all integers. This 
kind of result is very useful in many contexts, and can lead to quite surprising 
results. 


Example 3.65. Find all positive integers a, b, c such that Ẹ -+ è +£ and by ae 
are both integers. 


Proof. Consider the polynomial with roots ¢, b, 


r= (x-i) (e-i) 


A brutal expansion shows that 


e 
a 


8 a b SON a ae b c a 
f(X)=X?— ($+2-+2)x +(245+2)x-1 
and so (a,b,c) is a solution of the problem if and only if f has integer coeffi- 
cients. ouside: such (a,b,c) and note that f is also monic and has rational 
roots # D b, £. By the rational root theorem, these roots must be integers, thus 
5 be < are positive integers. Since their product is 1, they all must be 1 and 
so a = b = c. Conversely, if a = b = c then obviously (a,b,c) is a solution of 
the problem. o 


Example 3.66. (USAMO 2009) Let s1,s2,s53,... be an infinite, nonconstant 
sequence of rational numbers. 

Suppose that tı, t2,t3,... is also an infinite, nonconstant sequence of rational 
numbers with the property that (s; — s;)(t; — t;) is an integer for all i and 
j. Prove that there is a nonzero rational number r such that (s; — s;)r and 
(ti — t;)/r are integers for all i and j. 
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Proof. By working with the sequence 0, s2 — 81, 83 — $1, ... instead of $1, So,..., 
we may assume that sı = 0. Similarly, we may assume that tı = 0. In 
particular s;t; is an integer for all i, thanks to the assumption of the problem. 
But then (s; — s;)(t; — tj) — (siti + s;t;) must be an integer, i.e. s;t; + sjt; is 
an integer for all 7,7. Fix i,j and note that (s;t;) - (s;t;) is an integer, since it 
equals (s;t;) - (s;t;). Since the sum and product of the rational numbers s;t; 
and sjt; are integers, both these rational numbers must be integers. Thus stj 
is an integer for all i,j. By choosing i such that s; 4 0, we see in particular 
that there is a nonzero integer N such that Nt; is an integer for all j. Define 


1 
r= N gcd(Nti, Nta, ...). 


By Bézout’s theorem (note that gcd(Nt1, Nt2, ...) is actually the gcd of finitely 
many of the Nt,’s) r is a linear combination with integer coefficients of t1, ta, ... 
(and only finitely many of the coefficients will be nonzero). Since s;t; is an 
integer for all į, j, we deduce that rs; is an integer for all i, thus (s; — s;)r is 
an integer for all 7,7. Finally, it is clear by construction that 


tj Nt; — Nt; 
r o  ged(Nti, Nta, ...) 


is an integer for all i, j. o 


3.2.4 Farey fractions and Pell’s equation 
In this subsection we start the study of two fundamental diophantine equations 


2 ny? Ei, 


r? +y? =n and z 
where n is a given positive integer. Note that the first equation clearly has 
finitely many solutions since |x| and |y| cannot exceed y/n. We will prove that 
the equation z? + y? = n has as many solutions as the congruence z? = — 
(mod n). We will see in later chapters how to find the number of solutions of 
this congruence (once enough theory is introduced, this will become a straight- 
forward exercise, while the problem of giving a closed formula for the number 


of solutions of the equation x? + y? = n is definitely not easy). We will also 
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prove that if n is not a perfect square, then z? — ny? = 1 (known as Pell’s 
equation) has infinitely many solutions and that if one knows the smallest 
solution, then one can obtain all other solutions by a simple recipe. In order 
to prove all these results, we will introduce and study a very beautiful object: 
Farey sequences. 

Let n > 0 be an integer. Consider all fractions (in lowest form) whose 
(positive) denominator does not exceed n, in other words all rational numbers 
of the form Ẹ with a,b relatively prime integers and 0 < b < n. Arrange these 
fractions in increasing order and call the resulting sequence the Farey sequence 
of order n. 

The key property of Farey sequences is then: 


Theorem 3.67. Let $ and g be consecutive terms in the Farey sequence of 
order n. Then 
b+b'>n+1 and ba —ab = 1. 


Proof. We may assume that = < g. We will actually identify the fraction a 
as follows. Consider two integers x,y such that 


br —ay=1 and —b<y-n<0. 


Note that such integers exist: by theorem 3.20 the congruence ay = —1 
(mod b) has at least one solution y in the set {n,n — 1,...,n — b + 1} (which 
is a complete residue system modulo b). Note that since by definition b < n 
and y > n — b, we have y > 0. 

We prove now that g = a Suppose that this is not the case. Since ¢ and 
al 


y are consecutive in the Farey sequence of order n and since F is also a term 


of this sequence (as clearly gcd(x, y) = 1 and 0 < y < n) and 


we deduce that F > g, hence 


98 Chapter 3. GCD and LCM 


A similar argument yields 


thus 
by yb By” Be 
which gives b' > y+b > n, a contradiction with the fact that g is in the Farey 
sequence of order n. 
Thanks to the previous paragraph we know that | = F and so b'g = a'y. 


We deduce from Gauss’ lemma that b! = y and then a’ = x. Taking into 
account the choice of z, y, we conclude that 


ab-ab =br-—ay=1 and b+b =b+y>n. 
The result follows. O 


A simple but very important consequence of the previous theorem is the 
following approximation result: 


Corollary 3.68. If x is a real number and n is a positive integer, then we 
can find relatively prime integers a,b such that O < b < n and 
a 1 

ee ee, 
. 5 = nti) 
Proof. Let fi < fo < ... < fa be the terms of the Farey sequence of order n 
that belong to the closed interval [x — 1, x + 1]. If fı = # with gcd(a;,b;) = 1 
and 0 < bi < n, consider 


—“ + Qi41 
O bi + biyi 
for 1 < i < d. Thanks to the previous theorem we have 
TR E biai+1 — aibi+i _ 1 : ( "a 
: 4 bi(bi + bi+1) bi(bi + bi+1) f (n+ 1)b; 


and similarly fi41 — gi € (0, mates} We deduce that 


fi < gı < f2 < g2 < fg<..< fa-1 < ga-1 < fa- 
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Since z lies in one of the intervals [f;, gi] or [gi, fi41] (for some i), the result 
follows. O 


Remark 3.69. If yz) is replaced with $, a simple proof of the previous 
corollary, based uniquely on the pigeonhole principle, goes as follows: consider 
all numbers of the form 1+ |kz] — kz for 0 < k < n. We have n+ 1 numbers 
that belong to [0,1), so by the pigeonhole principle two must lie in an interval 
(Z, itt] for some 0 < j < n. We deduce the existence of integers ui, u2 and 
0 < v1 < ve < n such that 


1 
lug — u1 — z(v2 — v1 )| < z 


Setting 
A U2 — V1 g= u2 — U1 
gcd(ve — v1, uz — u1)’ ged(ve — v1, uz — u1) 


yields the desired result. 


We are now ready to deal with the equation x? + y? = n. More precisely, 
we will prove the following beautiful theorem. 


Theorem 3.70. The map sending a pair (x,y) to yx! (mod n) (where x7! 
is the inverse of x modulo n) establishes a bijection between the set of pairs 
(x,y) of relatively prime positive integers x,y such that x? + y? = n and the 
set of solutions of the congruence z2? = —1 (mod n). 


Proof. Clearly if x,y are relatively prime positive integers such that z? +y? = 
n, then gced(z,n) = 1 (any common divisor of z and n would divide y?, but 
gcd(z,y”) = 1, so this divisor must be 1 or —1) and letting z = yx~! (mod n) 
we have 

O=27+y? =27(224+1) (mod n), 


thus z? = —1 (mod n) by Gauss’ lemma. This shows that the map is well- 
defined. 

Let us prove first the injectivity of the map. Consider two different pairs 
(21, y1) and (x2, y2) that have the same image, say z. Thus y2 = 222 (mod n) 
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and yı = zız (mod n). It follows that x1y2 = xey1 (mod n), thus n divides 

T1Y2 — T241. On the other hand 

n? = (x1 + yi)(x3 + y2) = (z192 — T291)? + (z191 + 2242)”, 

thus |%1y2—Xayi| < n. We conclude that xiy2 = rey. But then Gauss’ lemma 

yields zı | z2 and z2 | 21, thus x1 = z2 and then yı = y2, a contradiction. 
Finally, let us deal with the most dieu part, the surjectivity of the 

map. Consider a positive integer z such that z? = —1 (mod n). We want to 

show that we can find relatively prime positive integers x,y such that y = rz 

(mod n) and z? + y* = n. By corollary 3.68 we can find relatively prime 

integers a,b such that 0 < b < |./n| and 


—z a 1 1 


6| = b+ La) | bya’ 


ae 
It follows that 

0 <b? + (bz+an)? <n+n=2n 
and on the other hand 


b + (bz +.an)? = 0? +02? = (14+ 27) =0 (mod n). 


Thus we must have 
n =b? + (bz + an}. 


In particular 


b. Ž a + 2abz —1+a2n =0 

and so gcd(b,n) = 1 and also gcd(b,bz + an) = gcd(b,an) = 1. We deduce 
that if bz+an > 0 then x = b and y = bz +an work, while if bz +an < 0 then 
x = —bz — an and y = b work. The result follows. O 


We turn now to the diophantine equation z? — dy? = 1, where d > 1 is 
not a square (if d is a square, say d = e”, then the equation can be written 
as (x — ey)(z + ey) = 1, the resolution being therefore very easy). This 
equation is widely known as Pell’s equation, even though Pell did not have 
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major contributions to its study. Note that while studying Pell’s equation we 
may assume that x and y are nonnegative. There is a trivial solution (1,0), 
but it is not clear at all that there are other solutions. We will prove now 
that there are infinitely many solutions of this equation. This requires a few 
preliminary steps. 

We fix a positive integer d which is not a perfect square, so that Vd is an 
irrational number by example 3.62. 


Proposition 3.71. There are infinitely many pairs (x,y) of positive integers 
such that i 
|z — yvd| < 7 


Proof. By corollary 3.68 for any n > 1 we can find integers 0 < bn < n and 
an such that i 

|bn Vd- an| < Sa 
Note that necessarily an > 0. If the sequence a has infinitely many distinct 
terms, we are done, so assume that this is not the case. Then the sequence 
(an)n is bounded and so has only finitely many distinct terms. It follows that 
there are indices 7, j such that bn = b; and a, = a; for infinitely many n. But 
for such n we have 


lbivd — a;l Sr — 
and the quantity > ait becomes smaller es n = enough) than any given 
positive real number. We deduce that b;vd = a;i, contradicting the fact that 


Vd is irrational. oO 


The proof of the previous proposition adapts immediately to prove the 
following more general (and very useful) result: 


Theorem 3.72. If x is an irrational number, then there are infinitely many 
pairs (p,q) of integers with gcd(p,q) = 1 and 
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On the other hand, the result established in the previous theorem fails for 
rational numbers, as the following exercise shows. 


Example 3.73. Prove that if x is a rational number, then there are only finitely 
many rational numbers : such that |x — A < a 


Proof. Suppose that Fa is an infinite sequence of pairwise distinct rational 
numbers (in lowest form) such that 


for all n. If the sequence (qn)n>0 is bounded, then the previous inequality 
shows that the sequence (Prn)n>0 is also bounded, which is clearly impossible. 
Writing z = > in lowest form, we deduce that for infinitely many n we have 
ldn| > |v|. But since by assumption 


Vv 
lanu — Pnv| < E <1, 


lan] 


it follows that for infinitely many n we have qnu = pnv, contradicting the fact 
that the numbers ta are pairwise distinct. The result follows. O 


Theorem 3.74. Let d be a positive integer which is not a perfect square. The 
equation x? — dy? = 1 has integral solutions x,y with x,y > 0. 


Proof. We will prove this in two steps. We first establish the existence of a 
nonzero integer k such that the equation z? — dy? = k has infinitely many 
integral solutions with x,y > 0. Note that if z, y are positive integers and 


1 
jz — yva| <=, 
y 
then z < yV/d+1 < 2yVd and so 


1 
|z? — dy?| < “(e+uva) < - 3yVd = 3Vd. 
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Using proposition 3.71, we conclude that for infinitely many pairs (x, y) of pos- 
itive integers we have z? — dy? € {—N,...,—1,1,..., N} for some fixed positive 
integer N = 1+ [ava] . The result follows then from the pigeonhole principle. 


Fix now a nonzero integer k such that x? — dy? = k has infinitely many 
integral solutions with z, y > 0. Considering the pairs (x (mod k), y (mod k)) 
for these solutions, we see (using again the pigeonhole principle) that we can 
find two solutions (x1, yi) and (£2, y2) for which z1 = z2 (mod k) and yı = y2 
(mod k). Setting 


g= 22 dy1y2 _ Z1y2— tay 
k k F 


a simple calculation shows that 
a? — dy? = 75 (0} — dy?) (09 — dy) = 1 

On the other hand, since zı = z2 (mod k) and yı = y2 (mod k), we have 
2122 — dyiyo = r? — dy? =0 (mod k) 


and so z is an integer. Similarly y is an integer. If we prove that y Æ 0, then 
we are done (as then considering the numbers |z], |y| finishes the proof). 
Assume now that y = 0, so that x1y2 = £2y1 and z? = 1 (since z? — dy? = 1). 
Thus x = +1, ie. 1122 — dyyyo = +k. Replacing x2 by a yields 


yo(a} — dy?) = +k - yı 
and so yo = +yı. Finally, we obtain yı = y2 and zı = z2, a contradiction. O 


We are now ready to express all positive solutions of the equation x?—dy? = 
1 in terms of a distinguished solution. Namely, considering all pairs of positive 
integers (x, y) which satisfy z? — dy? = 1, it is clear that there is a unique pair 
(x,y) for which y has the smallest possible value (or equivalently x + yVd has 
the smallest possible value). We call this pair the smallest positive solution. 
This solution generates all positive solutions, as the following theorem shows. 
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Theorem 3.75. Let (x1,y1) be the smallest positive solution of the equation 
x? — dy? =1. The general solution (2p, Yn) is given by 


Tn + Ynvd = (xı + yı vd)”. 


We have 
Tn+1 = L1Tn + dYlYn, Ynti = Y1Tn + L1Yn 


and the explicit formulae 


p — Etud)” +(zı1-uvd)" | _ (£1 + yva)" — (z1 — yı vd)” 
n 2 ’ Yn a/d . 


Proof. Note that by the binomial formula and the fact that Vd is irrational 
there are unique integers £n, Yn such that 


En + Yn Vd = (21 + yı vd)”, 
and moreover they satisfy 
n — YnVd = (21 — yı Vd)”, 


i.e. they are given by the explicit formulae appearing in the theorem. One 
sees directly that 


Ln+1 = 1n + dYlYn, Ynti = Y1ln + L1Yn- 
We have 
x = dy? = (£n + yn Vd) - (£n — yn Vd) = (a? — dy?)” =, 


thus (£n, Yn) is a positive solution of the equation z? — dy? = 1. Conversely, 
consider a positive solution (x,y) of this equation and set 


z1 = 21+ yV4d, z=at+yvd. 


By minimality of z1, we have z > z1. Since z; > 1, we deduce that there is a 


unique n > 1 such that 


Fi aor ae 
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Write 
< = (x+yVd)(21 — yu vd)” = u+vvVd 


for some integers u,v, then 1 < u+vuVd < z. Note that, by the binomial 
formula and the fact that Vd is irrational we also have 


u — vvd = (z — yVd)(a1 + yı vd)” 


and so 
u? — dv? = (x? — dy?) (x? — dy?)" = 1 


Assuming that u + vvd > 1, we conclude that (u,v) is a positive? solution 
of the equation z? — dy? = 1 which is smaller than (z1, y1), a contradiction. 
Thus u + vvd = 1 and so z = 27, as needed. O 


Example 3.76. Are there integers a,b > 1 such that ab + 1 and ab? + 1 are 
both perfect squares? 


Proof. Assume that such integers exist and write 
ab+1l=c’, ab®+1=2". 


Then 
a? —1= (Ê —1)b*. 


Consider this as a Pell equation in the variables x and b. Then smallest positive 
solution is obviously z = c and b = 1, thus the general solution is given by the 
previous theorem. In particular, defining sequences £n and bn by 


Ln41 = Cln + (e = 1)bn, bn+1 = In + Cbn 


we deduce that b = bn for some n. Since b > 1, we must have n > 1. If n > 3, 
then bn > b3 > @ — 1, contradicting the fact that b = bn | c? — 1 = ab. Thus 
n = 2 and b = 2c. It follows that 2c | c? — 1, which is clearly impossible for 
c > 1. Thus there are no such a,b. o 


2?To see that u,v > 0 note that u — vvd = € (0,1) since u+ vvd > 1. 


mA 
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Finally, let us deal with the more general equation 
ax” — by? = 1. 


Example 3.77. Let a,b be positive integers such that ab > 1 is a square. Prove 
that the equation ax” — by? = 1 has no solutions in positive integers. 


Proof. The existence of a solution (x,y) clearly forces gcd(a,b) = 1. Since 
ab is a square, it follows that a and b are squares. Thus az? and by? are 
consecutive positive perfect squares, which is impossible. m 


Ezample 3.78. Prove that there are no positive integers a,b such that 2a? + 
1, 2b? + 1, 2(ab)? + 1 are all perfect squares. 


Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there are such integers. 
Clearly a,b > 1 and by symmetry we may assume that a > b. Then 


4(2a? + 1)(2a7b? + 1) = (4076 + b)? + 8a? — b? +4 
is a perfect square. However we clearly have 
(4a7b+b)? < (4a7b+b)?+8a7?—b7+44 < (4a7b-+b+1)? = (4a7b-+b)?+807b+2b+1. 
The result follows. O 


Theorem 3.79. Let a,b be positive integers such that ab > 1 is not a square. 
Let (x1, y1) be the smallest positive solution of the equation ax? — by? = 1 and 
let (un, Un) be the general positive solution of the equation u? —abv? = 1. Then 
the general solution of the equation ax? — by? = 1 is given by (tn, Yn), with 


Ln = L1Un + byiUn, Yn = YiUn + AX1Up. 


Proof. One checks that if (x, y) is a solution of the equation ax? —by? = 1, then 
u = azz —byy and v = yx — 21y is a solution of the equation u? — abv? = 1, 
and we can recover x and y from u and v by the formulae 


z = xiu + byv, y= yu + arv. o 
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Example 3.80. Let d be a positive integer which is not a perfect square and 
such that x? — dy? = —1 is solvable in positive integers. Let (xo, yo) be the 
smallest positive solution and define (x1, yi) by 


t+ yivd = (zo + yovd)?. 
Prove that (x1, y1) is the smallest positive solution of the equation 2?—dy? = 1. 


Proof. Clearly (x1, 1) is a positive solution of the equation x? — dy? = 1. Let 
(x2, y2) be the smallest positive solution of the equation x? — dy? = 1. For 
i = 0,1,2 set 

2i = ti + Yi vd. 


We prove first that zọ < z2. Assuming that zp > z2, we clearly have zo > z2 
and so letting u,v be the integers such that 


utovd= = = (£o + yo d) (x2 — yovd) 
2 
we have 
u? — dv? = (a2 — dy) (x3 — dyž) = -1 


and u + vvd > 1, as well as u + vvd < zo, contradicting the minimality of 
(x0, yo). Thus zo < 22. 
Assume next that 2% > z2, so letting u,v be integers with 
z 
utovd= = = (£2 + yoVd) (x0 — d,/yo) 
0 
we obtain u? — dv? = —1 and zo + yoVd > u + vvd > 1, contradicting again 
the minimality of (zo, yo). Thus 2% < z2. Finally, by minimality of (£2, y2) it 
is clear that z2 > z2, thus z2 = z2 and we are done. o 


We deduce from the previous example that if the equation z? — dy? = —1 
(with d > 0 not perfect square) has solutions in positive integers and (Zo, yo) is 
the smallest positive solution, then all solutions in positive integers are given 
by considering the odd (and positive) powers of £o + yoVd. Also, all solutions 
in positive integers of the equation x? — dy? = 1 are obtained by considering 
the even (and positive) powers of ro + yoVd. 
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Example 3.81. Find all m,n positive integers such that 3% = 2n? + 1. 


Proof. The answer is (m,n) = (1,1), (2,2), and (5,11). 

There are two cases to consider: 

1) If m is even then (3/?,n) forms a solution to x? — 2y? = 1. The 
solutions for x in this Pell equation are given by the recurrence formula 


to = 1, z1 = 3, £k = Ô£k-1 — Tk—2. 


It is easy to check that 32 = 9 divides zx if and only if k = 3 (mod 6). But 
for such k, zx is also divisible by 11, implying that m/2 does not exceed 1. 
Hence, m = 2 gives the only positive solution (m,n) = (2, 2). 

2) If m is odd then (3°"-)//? 7) forms a solution to 3z? — 2y? = 1. The 
solutions for x in this Pell-like equation are given by the recurrence formula 


zo = 1, £1 = 9, £k = l0£k—1 — Tk-2- 


It is easy to check that 3° = 27 divides x, iff k = 4 (mod 9). But for such k, 
£k is also divisible by 17, implying that (m — 1)/2 does not exceed 2. Hence, 
m = 1 and m = 5 give the only solutions, (m,n) = (1,1) and (5, 11). o 


Example 3.82. (Romania TST 2011) Prove that there are infinitely many pos- 
itive integer numbers n such that n? + 1 has two positive divisors whose dif- 
ference is n. 


Proof. In formulas, we are asked to show that there are infinitely many solu- 
tions to n? + 1 = d(n + d) in positive integers. This equation is equivalent 
to (2d — n)? — 5n? = 4. The Pell equation z? — 5y? = 1 has infinitely many 
solutions, and setting n = 2y and d = z + y gives infinitely many solutions to 
the desired equation. O 


Example 3.83. (AMM 10622) Find infinitely many triples (a,b,c) of positive 
integers forming an arithmetic progression and such that ab+1,bc+1,ca+1 
are all perfect squares. 
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Proof. Consider solutions (x,y) in positive integers of the Pell equation x? — 


3y? = 1 and set 
a = 2y — z, b = 2y, c = 2y + z. 


Then 
ab+1 = 4y? —2ry+1 = y?—2ry+r? = (y—r)?, be+1 = 4y? +2ry+1 = (y+r)? 


and 
ca +1 = 4y -r+ =y. 


Since a, b, c clearly form an arithmetic progression and since the Pell equation 
above has infinitely many solutions in positive integers, the problem is solved. 
O 


Remark 3.84. One can prove (not without effort) that there are no positive 
integers a,b,c,d in arithmetic progression such that ab + 1,ac+1,ad+1,be+ 
1,bd+1,cd+1 are all perfect squares. 

Example 3.85. (AMM 10220) Let x > 0 be a real number. A positive integer 
n is x-squarish if one can write n = ab for some integers a, b such that 1 < a < 
b < (1+ z)a. Prove that there are infinitely many sequences of 6 consecutive 
positive integers in which each term is x-squarish. 


Proof. We will try to impose that each of the numbers n?,n? — 1,n? — 2, n? — 
3,n? — 4,n? — 5 is x-squarish. Clearly n?, n? — 1 = (n — 1)(n + 1), n?-4= 
(n — 2)(n + 2) are x-squarish for n large enough, so it remains to deal with 
n? — 2,n? — 3 and n? — 5. Choosing n of the form n = a? + a — 2 for some 


integer a > 1, one checks that 
n? —2=(n—a)(n+a+4+1) 
is z-squarish (if a is big enough) and so is 
n? — 5 = (n — 2a + 1)(n + 2a + 3). 


Finally, if we can also ensure that such n’s are of the form n = 2b? — 2 for 
some integer b, then 


n? —3 = (n—2b+1)(n+ 2b+1) 
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is also x-squarish for b big enough. It is thus sufficient to prove that for 
infinitely many positive integers a we can find integers b such that 


a? +a—2=2b7 -2. 


This reduces to (2a + 1)? — 8b? = 1. Since the equation u? — 8v? = 1 has 
infinitely many positive solutions and u is odd in any such solution, the result 
follows. 0 


Example 3.86. (AMM 10238) a) Prove that 1 +a and 1+ 3a are both perfect 
squares for infinitely many positive integers a. 

b) Let a1 < ag < ... be all positive integers satisfying the conditions of 
part a). Prove that 1+ anan+ı is a perfect square for all n. 


Proof. Imposing 1+ a = x? and 1+ 3a = y?, we are reduced to showing that 
the Pell-like equation y? — 3z? = —2 has infinitely many positive solutions. 
Taking into account part b), we also need to find explicitly all solutions. For 
this, we observe first that for any solution (x,y) both x and y are odd (by 
taking the equation y? — 3x? = —2 modulo 4). Letting 

‘i 3z— y y—r 


2° "9 


we obtain positive integers u,v such that u? — 3v? = 1. The smallest positive 
solution of this last equation being (2,1), we deduce that all solutions are 
given by (tn, Un), where 


Un + UnV3 => (2 + V3)”, 
in other words 
veS A” + B” ; A” — B” 
rm 2 , n 2/3 ’ 


where A = 2+ V3 and B = 2 — V3. Since we can recover x,y from u,v via 
x =u +v and y = 3v + u, we deduce that 


an = (Un + Un)? — 1, 
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with the notation introduced in part b) of the problem. This immediately 
implies part a). A simple but tedious computation yields then 


Ant? 4 p2n+2 _ s) 2 
i 


1+ anan+1ı = ( 


It suffices therefore to prove that Antpa = wanda? is an integer for 
all n. This follows easily since the formula for un coming from the binomial 
formula applied to (2+ V3)” shows un = 2” (mod 3). o 


Example 3.87. Solve in integers the equation 


(x? -1)(y?-1) = (9-1). 


Proof. Write the equation as 


a2 ga 
Po pera SN E 


or equivalently as 
2 2 2 
zy wa-y\* (z +y) _ 
(( 7 ) +av) (( 5 ) ay) + E =0 


(z +y)? z? -—6ry +y? tp (£ +y)? a 

4 4 a Se 
Thus either x + y = 0, giving the family of solutions (t, —t), with t € Z, or 
xr? —6ry+y"+8 = 0. This last equation is equivalent to (y — 3z)? = 8(x?—1). 
Hence y — 3z is a multiple of 4, say y — 3x = 4z, and z? — 22? = 1. Let (un, Un) 
be the family of solutions of the Pell equation u? = 2v? = 1 in positive integers 
u and v. Then we get a second family of solutions with x = tu, and z = tun. 
Noting that 3un +4u, = unti, we see that y = tun+i. Being careful with the 
signs, we find solutions (£n, Yn) = (Un, Un+1); (Un+1, Un), (—Un, —Un+41), and 
(—Un+1, —Un). o 


and finally 
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Example 3.88. Prove that the only positive integers n for which 3” — 2 is a 
perfect square aren = 1 andn=3. 


Proof. Suppose that n > 3 is a solution of the problem. Write u? = 3” —2 and 
observe that n must be odd, since otherwise the right-hand side is congruent 
to —1 (mod 8), and no square is congruent to —1 (mod 8). Let v = aoa 
so that u? — 3v? = —2. As we saw in example 3.2.4, this Pell-like equation 
can be reduced to a Pell equation by analyzing parities. Letting (un, vn) the 
general positive solution of this equation, with ug = vg = 1, we have vı = 3 
and Un42 = 4Un41— Un for all n > 0. It is not difficult (though rather tedious) 
to check that vn is a multiple of 9 if and only if n = 4 (mod 9) and that vp is 
a multiple of 17 if and only n = 4 (mod 9). Writing v = 37 = Uz for some 
k, we have 9 | v = vz since n > 3. We deduce that n = 4 (mod 9) and so 
17 | ug. Since vz is a power of 3, this is clearly impossible. Hence any solution 
n satisfies n < 3, and the result follows easily. o 


Example 3.89. (USA TST 2013) Determine if there exists a (three-variable) 
polynomial P(x, y, z) with integer coefficients and with the following property: 
a positive integer n is not a perfect square if and only if there is a triple (x,y, z) 
of positive integers such that P(z, y, z) =n. 


Proof. We will prove that there is such a polynomial P € Z[X,Y, Z], more 
precisely that the polynomial 


P(X,Y,Z) = Z?(X? — ZY? —- 1} +Z 


is a solution of the problem. 

If n is not a perfect square, then the Pell equation z? — ny? = 1 has 
nontrivial solutions. Choosing z = n yields P(x,y, n) = n. On the other 
hand, suppose that P(x,y, z) = n for some triple (x,y,z) of positive integers. 
Then 


2 


2 (z? — zy -1)? +z =n. 
Assume that n is a perfect square, then z? — zy? — 1 is nonzero and 
(z(£? — zy? — 1))? < n < (zz? — zy? — 1| + 1)°, 


a contradiction. oO 
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Example 3.90. (Putnam 2000) Prove that for infinitely many positive integers 
n each of the numbers n,n + 1 and n+ 2 can be written as the sum of two 
squares of integers. 


Proof. Choosing n of the form n = z? — 1 for some x > 1, the numbers 
n+1=274+0? and n+2 = z? +1? are automatically sums of two squares. It 
remains to ensure that n itself is a sum of two squares for suitable x. Simply 
choose x such that z? — 2y? = 1 for some y > 1. As this Pell-type equation 
has infinitely many solutions, we are done. o 


Remark 3.91. One can avoid the use of Pell’s equation here, by choosing x = 
2y? + 1 for some y > 0, in which case 


n= z? — 1 = (2y)? + (2y?)?. 


3.3 Least common multiple 


In this section we study the dual notion of gcd, namely that of least com- 
mon multiple. We will see very soon that the two notions are closely linked to 
each other. 


Definition 3.92. Let a1, ..., an be nonzero integers, not all equal to 0. The 
least common multiple of a1, ..., @n, denoted lcm(a1, ..., an) is the smallest pos- 
itive integer which is divisible by aj, a2, ..., an. 


Note that the definition makes sense: the set of positive integers divisible 
by a1, ..,@n is nonempty, since |a1...an| is such an integer (as a1, ...,aņn are 
nonzero). We make the convention that lcm(a1, ..., an) = 0 when one of the 
a;’s is equal to 0. 

Before moving on to theoretical properties of the lcm function, let us men- 
tion the following beautiful problem of Erdés: 


Example 3.93. Let n be an integer greater than 1. Integers 1 < aj < ag < 
... < ak < Nn have the property that Iem(a;,a;) > n for all 1 <i Aj < k. 
Prove that: 1 i 


1 3 
aad E A 
a a k 2 
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Proof. The idea is extremely beautiful: let us count the number of multiples 
of one of the numbers a1, ..., ax in the set {1,2,...,n}. For each 1 <i < k there 
are [z| such multiples of a;. The crucial claim is that no multiple of a; can be 


equal toa multiple of a; for some 1 < i Æ j < k, since this common multiple 
would be at least lcm(a;, aj) > n. Thus the total number of multiples of one of 


the numbers a, ..., ap is YE l2], and in particular (using that |z| > 2 -— 1) 


k n k n 
sy Zk. 
nzy a p 


The problem is then reduced to proving that k < 5. But if k > § then 
by Erdés’ problem 3.93 there are indices ¿ < j such that a; | aj, and so 
a; = lem(a;,a;) > n, a contradiction. o 


The following theorem is dual to the statement that any common divisor 
of a1, ..., ân is a divisor of gcd(a1,..., an): 


Theorem 3.94. Any common multiple of the integers a1, ...,an is a multiple 
of lem(aj, ..., Qn). 


Proof. Let l = lem(a},...,@n,). We may assume that l Æ 0 (i.e. that all a; are 
nonzero). Let z be a common multiple of a1, ..., an and assume that | does not 
divide x. Thus we can write x = ql + r for integers q,r such that 0 < r <l. 
But then r = z — ql is a common multiple of a1, ..., @n (since so are x and ql), 
and 0 < r < l, contradicting the minimality of l. The result follows. o 


Example 3.95. Show that 
lem(1,2,...,2n) =lem(n + 1,n + 2,...,2n). 


Proof. Let A denote the left-hand side and B the right-hand side. Since A is a 
multiple of n+1,n +2, ..., 2n, and B is the smallest multiple of these numbers, 
we have B < A. To prove that A < B, it suffices to prove that B is a multiple 
of 1, 2, ..., 2n and this reduces to checking that B is a multiple of 1, 2, ... n. Fix 
k € {1,2,...,n}. Among the k consecutive numbers n+ 1,n +2, ... n+ k < 2n 
there is a multiple of k, and this multiple is a divisor of B by definition. Thus 
k | B and the result follows. m 


8.8. Least common multiple 115 


Using the previous theorem, the reader can easily check that 
lem(aj, ..., an) = lem(Iem(a1, ..., Gn—1), an) 


for all integers aj,...,@n. Thus computing the lcm of a family of integers 
reduces to understanding the computation for two integers. 

The link between the gcd and the lcm of two numbers is given by the 
following important result. 


Theorem 3.96. If a,b are positive integers, then 


ab 


Icm(a, b) = gcd(a, b)’ 


in other words 
lcm(a, b) - gcd(a, b) = ab. 

In particular, if gcd(a, b) = 1 then lem(a, b) = ab. 

Proof. Let d = gcd(a,b) and write a = da, and b = db, with gcd(aj,b) = 1. 
By definition, lcm(a, b) = dk for some integer k, and dk is a multiple of both 
a and b, thus k is a multiple of a; and bı. Since gcd(a1, b1) = 1, we deduce 
that a,b; | k and so daibı = ab divides lcm(a, b). Since on the other hand 
ab = daıbı is a common multiple of a and b, we have ab > Iem(a,b). Thus 
lcm(a, b) = ab and the theorem is proved. o 


Let us mention the following useful consequence of theorem 3.96: 


Corollary 3.97. For all integers O < a < b we have 


ab 
Srii 
lcm(a, b) > pg 
or equivalently 
a 
lcm(a,b) Ta b 


Proof. It suffices to observe that gcd(a, b) is a positive divisor of b — a, thus 
gcd(a, b) < b — a. The result follows. o 
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Here is a beautiful and rather classical application of the previous corollary: 


Example 3.98. (Kvant M 865) Prove that for any integers 1< ag <a1< ... <an 


we have 
n—-1 1 


2 lcm (a ad z 
ar ky Ue+1) 
Proof. We will prove this inequality by induction, the case n = 1 being clear. 
Suppose now that the inequality is true for any choice of 1 < ag < ... < Gn_1 
and fix 1 < ap < ... < dn. 
Using corollary 3.97, we obtain 


n—1 
1 1 1 1 1 
A E 
ae. ak a0 On an 


ak+ı) k=0 Qk+1 


the inequality holds if a, < 2”. 
Suppose now that a, > 2”, hence lem(an_1,@n) > an > 2”. Using the 
inductive hypothesis, we obtain 


3 1 ee E ee 
 lem(ax, ak+1) gn-1 © gn Qn’ 
proving the inductive step in this case also. m 


We continue with a few other illustrations of theorem 3.96. 


Example 3.99. (Kvant) Let a and b be positive integers such that 


lcm(a, b) 


gcd(a, b) oe: 


Prove that lem(a, b) = (gcd(a, b))?. 


Proof. Set d = ged(a,b). Then a = ad, b = bid, where gcd(aj, b1) = 1. 
On the other hand 


ab = dabi 


Icm(a, b) => gcd(a, b) = Z. 


= daıbı. 
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Hence the given identity can be written as abı = d(a; — bı). It follows that 
a; divides db, i.e. a; divides d. Analogously bı divides d. Thus abı divides 
d and we conclude that a; — bı = 1 and d = a,b;. Hence 


Icm(a, b) = dayb, = d? = (gcd(a, b))?. 


Remark. The above arguments show that all positive integers a and b satisfying 
the given identity have the form 


a=n(l+n)?, b=(1+n)n?, 
where n is a positive integer. O 


Example 3.100. (Saint Peterburg 2009) Let z, y, z be pairwise different positive 
integers such that 
Iem(z, y) — lem(a, z) = y — z. 


Prove that x divides both y and z. 
Proof. Since the left-hand side is a multiple of x, so must be the right-hand 
side, thus we can write y — z = kx for some integer k. Then 


zy TY zY 


lmls y) = Sedley) ~ geda, 2 F kr) ~ godle, z)" 


Since lcm(z, z) = TICE we can rewrite the equation as 
> 


Since y Æ z, we deduce that x = gced(z,z) and so x | z. Since x | y — z, we 
conclude that zx | y, too. o 


Example 3.101. (Romania JBMO TST 2007) Find all positive integers n which 
can be written as lcm(a, b) + lem(b,c) + lem(c,a) for some positive integers 
a,b,c. 
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Proof. Call such integers good. Clearly, if n is good, then so is 2n (simply 
replace a,b,c by 2a,2b and 2c). By choosing b = c = 1 we see that all odd 
integers greater than 1 are good, hence by the first observation all integers 
except for powers of 2 are good. Now, we will prove that powers of 2 are bad, 
thus finishing the solution. 

Suppose that 2* = lem(a, b)+1cm(b, c)+1em(c, a) for some positive integers 
a,b,c. Clearly k > 1. We may write a = 24a,,b = 28b,,c = 2°c, with 
A > B > C (by symmetry we may assume this) and a1, b1, c1 odd. We deduce 
that 

2* = 24 (lem(ay, b1) + lem(az, c1)) + 2? lem(by, c1). 


Dividing by 2? we obtain a power of 2 greater than 1 in the left-hand side 
and an odd number in the right-hand side (note that lem(a1, b1) + lem(ai, c1) 
is even), which is clearly absurd. O 


Algebraic identities can be very powerful when trying to understand the 
lcm of a family of numbers a1,...,an. The idea is the following: one tries 
to find integers bı,...,bn such that one has total control on a +... + ba., 
Since this expression is clearly of the form EACEA] for some integer k, 
this leads to nontrivial information about lcm(a1,...,an) (such as order of 
growth or divisibility properties). Combinatorial identities are very powerful in 
finding suitable bı, ..., bn as above. So are techniques coming from algebra, such 
as the Lagrange’s interpolation formula, which leads to numerous algebraic 
identities. Let us recall this last result. Consider pairwise distinct real numbers 
a1, -an and arbitrary real numbers b1, ..., bn. Then Lagrange’s interpolation 


polynomial 
P(X) = 3 bk I= 


is the unique polynomial of degree < n—1 such that P(ax,) = by for 1 <k <n. 
Indeed, it is easy to see that this polynomial satisfies P(a,) = bk forl1<k<n 
(since Ilj4n A vanishes at a; for any j # k). If Q is another polynomial 
of degree < n — 1 such that Q(a,) = by for 1 < k < n, then P — Q has degree 
< n— 1 and at least n different roots (namely aj,...,@n), thus must be the 
zero polynomial, which gives P = Q. 
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Let us give a few examples of how algebraic identities can be used to obtain 
interesting properties of lem(ai,..., an). 


Example 3.102. Let a > b > n be positive integers. Prove that 


Iem(1, 2,...,n) - G)=() EZ. 


Proof. Let k = a — b and let N = lcm(1,2,...,n). We need to prove that 
N ( (P+F) — (°)) is an integer. Using Vandermonde’s identity 


(200) 
a- G-E AE 


so it is enough to check that %(*) is an integer for 1 < i < n. But 


E 


and N is an integer by the definition of N. O 


we obtain 


Example 3.103. Prove that for all positive integers a,b we have 


a | leom(b + 1,b + 2,...,b + a). 


Proof. Using a partial fraction decomposition of DEE we obtain 
the identity 


n! LS DHC) 
(x+ 1)(x++2)...(£ +n) Ee r+i 
Therefore 
i a TT kD) 


i=1 i=1 


eh eD Ly pee Las 
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The last expression is clearly of the form CSS aS) for some integer k. 


..,b-+a) 
Thus a(%7°) | lom(b+1,b + 2, ...,b +a), as needed. oO 


Example 3.104. Prove that for all integers n > 1 we have 


(n + 1)lem (C) (") sashes (") = lem(1, 2,...,.n +1). 


Proof. Let 
N = lem(1,2,...,n + 1). 


First, we prove that the left-hand side divides N. It suffices to prove that 


(n+1) (") = (i+1) te 


divides N for all 0 < i < n, which follows directly from the previous example. 
On the other hand, we claim that the left-hand side is a multiple of N. For 
this, it suffices to prove that i+ 1 divides the lcm of the numbers (n + 1) (7) = 


(j+1) ay which is clear since i+1 divides (i+1)("{7). The result follows. O 


Example 3.105. Prove that for all n > 1 


lem(1,2,... n) > 2771. 


Proof. This follows directly from the previous example, since 


(OOk e 


Example 3.106. (Saint Petersburg 2004) Given distinct positives a1, a2,...,@n. 
Let b; = (a; — a1) (a; — a2)... (ai — ai—1)(ai — ai+1). .. (ai — an). Prove that 
lcm(b1, b2, . . . , bn) is divisible by (n — 1)!. 
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Proof. For any polynomial f of degree < n we have 


f(X) = J fli 


k=1 j#k 


XxX — Qj 

âk — Qj 

In particular, for any f(X) =cX"-!+dX"-* +... we have (by looking at the 
coefficients of X"—1) 


c- ye fa) sy flow), 
kci lize (@e— aj) gm bk 
If moreover f (ap) is an integer for all 1 < k < n, then the expression $ p—1 Llor) 


k 
is clearly of the form Gab for some integer u, in particular lem(b1, ..., bn )- 
cis an integer. Take now 


n—-1 (n—1)! 


In this case c = Geil and f(a) = (,2*,) is an integer for all 1 < k <n. We 


deduce that (n — 1)! divides lem(by, ..., bn). oO 


f(X) = ( a Å Teee 1)..(X-n+2). 


3.4 Problems for practice 


Bézout’s theorem and Gauss’ lemma 


1. Prove that for all positive integers a,b,c we have 
gcd(a, bc) | gcd(a, b) - gcd(a, c). 


2. (Romania TST 1990) Let a,b be relatively prime positive integers. Let 
x,y be nonnegative integers and let n be a positive integer for which 
ax + by =a” +b”. 
Prove that 
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. (Kvant M 1996) Find all n > 1 for which there exist pairwise different 


positive integers a1, a@2,...,@n, such that 


a a2 GQn—-1 , an 
— + — +. + — H Ml 
a2 a3 An ai 


is an integer. 


. Let m,n be positive integers greater than 1. We define the sets 


1 2 —1 1 2 — 
P= {oye oo} and = EE, E, 
m nn n 


Find 
min{|a — b| : a € Pm, b € Ph}. 


. (Saint Petersburg 2004) Positive integers m,n, k are such that 5” — 2 


and 2* — 5 are multiples of 5" — 2™. Prove that gcd(m,n) = 1. 


. (Russia 2000) Sasha tries to find a positive integer X < 100. He can 


choose any two positive integers M, N less than 100 and ask for ged(X + 
M,N). Prove that he can find X after 7 questions. 


. (Poland 2002) Let k be a fixed positive integer. The sequence {an}n>1 


is defined by 
a, = k + 1,an41 = a2 — kan + k. 


Show that if m Æ n, then the numbers am and ay are relatively prime. 


. (Romania TST 2005) Let m,n be relatively prime positive integers with 


m even and n odd. Prove that 
n-1 
Sere ees 
fa n 2 2n 


We denoted by {x} the fractional part of x, i.e. {x} = z -— |z]. 


. An infinite sequence a1, a2,... of positive integers has the property that 
gcd(am, an) = gcd(m,n) for all m # n > 1. Prove that an = n for all 


n>1. 


3.4. 


10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 
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(Iran 2011) Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n such 
that n? + 1 has no proper divisor of the form k? + 1. 


a) (Romanian Masters in Mathematics 2009) Let a1, ..., ap be nonneg- 
ative integers and let d = gcd(a1, ...,aķ) and n = a, +... + ax. Prove 
that 


d n! 
—.—— EZ. 
n Q;!...az! 


b) Prove that (n)!*k!|(nk)! for all positive integers n, k. 


(Brazil 2011) Are there 2011 positive integers a1 < ag < ... < a2011 such 
that gcd(a;,a;) = a; — a; for any i, j such that 1 <i <j < 2011? 


(Tournament of the Towns 2001) Are there positive integers a, < a2 < 
... < a100 such that 


gcd(a1, a2) > gcd(a2,a3) > ... > gcd(agg, a100) > gcd(a100, a1)? 


(Russian Olympiad 2012) Let n be an integer greater than 1. When a 
runs overs all integers greater than 1, what is the maximum number of 
pairwise relatively prime numbers among 1 + a, 1 + aê, ..., 1 + a?”71? 


(Brazilian Olympic Revenge 2014) a) Prove that for all positive integers 
n we have 
ged (n, |nv2]) < V8n?. 


b) Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n such that 


ged (n, [nv2]) > V7.99n?. 


(AMM) The greatest common divisor of a set D of positive integers is 1. 
Prove the existence of a bijection f : Z — Z such that |f(n)—f(n—1)| € 
D for all integers n. 
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17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 
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(China TST 2012) Let n be an integer greater than 1. Prove that there 
are only finitely many n-tuples of positive integers (a1, a2, ..., an) such 
that 


a) a1 > a2 >... > an and ged(ay, a2, ..., an) = 1. 
b) We have 


ay = gcd(ay, a2) + gcd(ae, a3) +... + gcd(an—1, an) + gcd(Gn, a1). 


Applications to diophantine equations and approximations 


Integers a,b and rational numbers x,y satisfy y? = 2? + ax +b. Prove 
that we can write r = {5 and y = 3 for some integers u,v,w, with 


gced(u, v) = gcd(w, v) = 1. 


(Kvant M 905) Let z and n be positive integers such that 4x” + (x + 1)? 
is a perfect square. Prove that n = 2 and find at least one x with this 
property. 


Solve in positive integers the equation 


(Romania TST 2015) A Pythagorean triple is a solution (x,y,z) of the 
equation x? + y? = 2? in positive integers, where we count (x,y,z) and 
(y,z,2) as the same triple. Given a non-negative integer n, prove that 
some positive integer appears in precisely n distinct Pythagorean triples. 


Find all triples (x, y,n) of positive integers with gcd(z,n + 1) = 1 and 
r” +1 a yt, 


Let n be a positive integer such that n? is the difference of the cubes of 
two consecutive positive integers. Prove that n is the sum of the squares 
of two consecutive positive integers. 
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24 


25. 


26. 


27. 


28. 


29. 


30. 
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. (Vietnam 2007) Let x,y be integers different from —1 such that aiy 


y+1 
vw is also an integer. Prove that x*y*4 — 1 is a multiple of x + 1. 


(Balkan 2006) Find all triplets of positive rational numbers (m,n, p) such 
that the numbers m + a n+ oa pt a. are all integers. 


A polynomial f has integer coefficients and satisfies | f(a)| = |f(b)| = 1 
for some distinct integers a, b. 


a) Prove that if |a — b| > 2, then f has no rational root. 
b) Prove that if |a — b| = 2, then the only possible rational root of f is 
atb 


(Turkey 2003) Find all positive integers n for which 22"+! + 2” +1 is a 
perfect power. 


Let f be a polynomial with rational coefficients such that for all positive 
integers n the equation f(x) = n has at least one rational solution. Prove 
that deg(f) = 1. 


Least common multiple 


(Kyiv mathematical festival 2014) 


a) Let y be a positive integer. Prove that for infinitely many positive 
integers x we have 


lcem(z,y + 1) -lem(z + 1,y) = a(x + 1). 
b) Prove that there exists positive integer y such that 

lem(a, y+ 1) -lcm(z + 1,y) = y(y + 1) 
for at least 2014 positive integers x. 


(Kvant M 666) Find the least positive integer a for which there exist 
pairwise different positive integers a1, a2, . . . , ag greater than a such that 


lcm(a, a1, @2,..., a9) = 10a. 
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31. 


32. 


33. 


34. 


35. 


36. 


37. 
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(Korea 2013) Find all functions f : N > N satisfying 
f(mn) = lem(m,n) - gcd(f (m), f(n)) 
for all positive integers m, n. 


(Romania TST 1995) Let f(n) = Iem(1,2,...,n). Prove that for any 
n > 2 one can find a positive integer x such that 


f(x) = f(e +1) =... =f(etn). 
Prove that for all positive integers aj, ..., an 


lcm(a an) > abe 
Tyi 2. 
en Th cicj<n gcd(a, aj) 


(AMM 3834) Let n > 4 and let ay < ag < --- < an < 2n be positive 
integers. Prove that 


j P lx s 
MR Iem(a;,a;) < 6([n/2] + 1) 


Let (@n)n>1 be a sequence of integers such that m — n | am — an for all 
m,n > 1. Suppose that there is a polynomial f such that |an| < f(n) for 
all n > 1. Prove that there is a polynomial P with rational coefficients 
such that an = P(n) for all n > 1. 


Let n, k be positive integers and let 1 < aj < ... < ak < n be a sequence 
of integers such that lem(a;,a;) < n for all 1 < i,j < k. Prove that 


k<2|Vn]. 
(AMM E 3350) For n > 1 and 1 < k < n define 
A(n, k) = lem(n,n -1,...,.n —k +1). 


Let f(n) be the largest k such that A(n,1) < A(n,2) <... < A(n, k). 
a) Prove that f(n) < 3/n. 
b) Prove that f(n) >k ifn >k!+k. 
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38. Let a1 < a2 < ... < an be an arithmetic progression of positive integers 
such that a; is relatively prime to the common difference. Prove that 
a1a2..-an divides (n — 1)! - lem(a1, ..., an). 


39. Let n > 1 and let ap < ai < ... < an be positive integers such that 


2, ..., + is an arithmetic progression. Prove that 
0 an 


Chapter 4 


The fundamental theorem of 
arithmetic 


This chapter is devoted to the proof and the many consequences of the 
fundamental theorem of arithmetic: the unique factorization of integers into 
products of prime numbers. Basic properties of prime and composite num- 
bers are studied, with many examples. These are then applied to prove the 
fundamental theorem of arithmetic, and the remaining part of this chapter is 
devoted to applications of this theorem, for instance to the study of arithmetic 
functions. 


4.1 Composite numbers 


We start by defining prime and composite numbers. Prime numbers are 
the bricks of arithmetic, and most of the material in this book will be devoted 
to a better understanding of this notion. 


Definition 4.1. a) An integer n > 1 is called a prime number (or simply 
prime) if the only positive divisors of n are 1 and n, in other words if n has 
no proper divisors. 

b) An integer n > 1 is called composite if it is not a prime number, in 
other words if there is an integer 1 < d < n such that d | n, or equivalently if 
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n = ab for some integers a,b > 1. 


Note that even though the only positive divisor of 1 is 1, but we do not 
consider 1 to be a prime. There are many reasons for this. For example, if 
1 were called prime, then the unique factorization of integers into products 
of prime numbers would need a cumbersome restatement. The sequence of 
primes starts as 

2,3, 5, 7, 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 29, 31, ... 


It is not clear for now that there are infinitely many prime numbers, but we 
will prove later on that this is indeed the case. 

Before focusing on primes, let us spend some time dealing with composite 
numbers. First of all, note that there are many composite numbers: all even 
integers greater than 2 are composite, and also all multiples of 3 greater than 
3, all multiples of 4, etc. It looks therefore natural to conjecture that most of 
the integers greater than 1 are composite: for instance, if n is large enough, 
then more than 99.99999 percent of the integers between 1 and n are compos- 
ite. Though this looks intuitively true, the proof of this statement is already 
nontrivial and we will be able to prove it only after having introduced a fair 
amount of theory. 

Since we are dealing with the basics for now, we can only prove the follow- 
ing weak result, which is already very important historically: prime numbers 
have unbounded gaps, that is for any N there are two consecutive primes whose 
difference is greater than N. Establishing that there are infinitely many pairs 
of consecutive prime numbers that have bounded difference is a much deeper 
problem and was only established in the spectacular work of Yitang Zhang 
in 2013: he showed that there are infinitely many pairs of consecutive primes 
which differ by at most 70-10°. This was later improved in several articles 
to 270. Replacing 270 with 2 and therefore proving the famous twin primes 
conjecture (saying that there are infinitely many primes p such that p+ 2 isa 
prime) will probably require a great deal of new ideas. The fact that primes 
have unbounded gaps is equivalent to the following: 


Proposition 4.2. For any n > 1 there are n consecutive composite numbers. 


Proof. The numbers (n+1)!+2, (n+1)!+3, ..., (n+1)!+n+1 are n consecutive 
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composite numbers, since i divides (n+1)!+7 for 2 < i < n+1 and (n+1)!4+i > 
i. O 


Example 4.3. Is there a sequence of 2005 consecutive positive integers that 
contains exactly 25 primes? 


Proof. The answer is positive. Let f(n) be the number of primes among 
n+1,n+2,...,n+2005. One easily checks that f(1) > 25. The key observation 
is that f(n + 1) — f(n) is either —1,0 or 1. Indeed, if both n+ 1 and n + 2006 
are both composite or both prime, then f(n + 1) — f(n) = 0. If only n+1 
is prime, then f(n + 1) — f(n) = —1 and if only n + 2006 is prime, then 
f(n +1) — f(n) = 1. Since there are arbitrarily long strings of consecutive 
composite integers, there is n such that f(n) = 0. Since f cannot increase or 
decrease by more than 1 at a time, it follows that there must be k such that 
f(k) = 25. oO 


The next example is a more elaborate version of the proof of proposition 4.2. 


Example 4.4. (Kvant M 2284) Prove that there exists a strictly increasing 
sequence a1, a2,... of positive integers such that for any arithmetic progression 
b1, b2,... of positive integers all but finitely many terms of the sequence a; + 
bj, a2 + bg,... are composite. 


Proof. We will show that the sequence a, = (n?)!, n > 1 has the desired 
property. Let b1,b2,... be an arithmetic progression of positive integers with 
common difference d, so that bẹ = bı + (k — 1)d. For k > max(bı, d) we have 
by < k-max(bı, d) < k?, thus for n > max(bı, d) the number an +b, is divisible 


by bn > 1 and so it is not a prime. O 


The next example is also historically very important: it shows that in any 
nonconstant polynomial sequence there are infinitely many composite num- 
bers. In other words, nonconstant polynomial sequences cannot generate only 
primes. 


Theorem 4.5. (Goldbach) Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with integer 
coefficients and with positive leading coefficient. There are infinitely many 
composite numbers in the sequence f(1), f (2), f(3), 
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Proof. Since f has positive leading coefficient, there is an n such that f(n) > 1. 
Note that f(n+kf(n)) = f(n) (mod kf(n)), thus f(n) | f(n+kf(n)) for all 
k. But f(n+kf(n)) is a nonconstant polynomial in k with positive leading 
coefficient. Hence there is a K such that for all k > K, we have f(n+kf(n)) > 
f(n). Hence f(n+kf(n)) is composite for k > K. o 


Remark 4.6. If we consider polynomials in several variables, the situation can 
change rather drastically: Jones, Sato and Wada constructed a polynomial 
f in 26 variables a, b,c,... such that when a,b,c,... range over the nonnega- 
tive integers, the positive numbers among f (a,b,c, ...) are precisely the prime 
numbers! 


In the next examples, we discuss a few methods that are often used to 
prove that a given number is composite. Algebraic identities can be used from 
time to time to establish that numbers are ae 


Example 4.7. (Komal A 622) Prove that 47 is composite for all n > 1. 


7 a a 
Proof. The key ingredient is the algebraic identity 


r’ +1 
x+1 


= (2+ 1)® — 7z(z? +x +1) 


Checking that this holds is a purely mechanical matter, which we will leave to 
the reader. It follows that if x = 7y? for some y > 1 (which is the case when 
x = 7™” with n > 1) then 


zg’ +1 


par 7 (C+D? - Tyla? +e +1) (e+ D? + Tyla? +e + 1). 


If we prove that (£+1)—7y(z?+x+1) is greater than 1, then we can conclude 
that atl is composite. But 


-1 2 
e+e+1l=——< 
x-1 x-1 


and (x +1)? > x? +1, thus it suffices to check that 7y < z — 1, or equivalently 
Ty? — Ty — 1 > 0. This is clear for y > 1, so we are done. o 
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Congruences are also a very useful tool in proving that a given integer is 
composite. Here are a few examples: 


Example 4.8. Prove that 521 -12"-+ 1 is composite for all n > 1. 


Proof. If n is odd, then 521 - 12” + 1 = 521 - (—1)” + 1 = 0 (mod 13) and we 
are done. If n = 0 (mod 4), we work mod 29 (since 122 + 1 = 5 - 29, hence 
124 = 1 (mod 29)) and get 


521- 12” +1 = 521 + 1 = 522 = 18-29=0 (mod 29). 


Finally, if n = 2 (mod 4), then 521 - 12” +1 = 2” +1 = 2? +1 = 0 (mod 5) 
and we are done again. o 


Remark 4.9. One can also prove that 78557-2” +1 is composite for all n > 1, 
by proving that it is a multiple of one of the numbers 3, 5, 7, 13, 19, 37 or 73. 
We do not know whether for any a > 1 there is k > 0 such that k - a” + 1 is 
composite for all n. 


Example 4.10. (Kvant) The sequence of positive integers a1,a2,... satisfies 
Qn+2 = AnAn4i1+1 for all n > 1. Prove that ifn > 9 then an — 22 is composite. 


Proof. Let n > 1 and let k = ani. Then an2 = 1 (mod k), ani3 = 
On410n42 +1 = 1 (mod k), an+4 = Gn420n43 + 1 = 2 (mod k) and simi- 
larly Qn45 = 3 (mod k), an+6 = 7 (mod k) and ani7 = 22 (mod k). Hence 
k | Qn47 — 22. In other words, dn41 | an+7 — 22 for all n > 1. We want to 
prove that an+7 — 22 is composite for n > 2. Note that a; > 1, a2 > 1 and the 
recurrence relation immediately yields an+ > 21. Moreover, the recurrence 
relation also gives Q@n45 > Gn41 +1. Thus an47 = Gnis5anz6 + 1 > Qn4i + 22 
and so a@n47 — 22 is composite. o 


Remark 4.11. The same proof shows that if b} = 1, b2 = 1 and bn+2 = bnbn+1 + 
1, then an — by is composite for n > k +3, since it is a multiple of an-k greater 
than an-k- 

Example 4.12. (Putnam, 2010) Prove that for each positive integer n, the 
number 1010 + 1010" + 10” — 1 is composite. 
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Proof. Put N = 1010" +1010" +10” —1. Write n = 2k with ma nonnegative 
integer and k a positive odd integer. For each nonnegative integer j, 


10271 = (—1) (mod 10?” +1). 


Since 10” > n > 2" > m +1, 10” is divisible by 2”+!, and similarly 101°” is 
divisible by 21°” and hence by 2™+?. It follows that 


N =14+1+(-1)+(-1)=0 (mod 10?” +1). 
Since N > 10!" > 10" +1 > 102” +1, it follows that N is composite. o 


4.2 The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 


In this section we will prove the fundamental theorem of arithmetic: the 
existence and uniqueness of prime factorization for integers greater than 1. 
This theorem will be constantly used from now on. 


4.2.1 The theorem and its first consequences 
We start with a weak form, the existence of the factorization. 


Theorem 4.13. Any integer n > 1 is a product of (not necessarily distinct) 
prime numbers. 


Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that n > 1 is the smallest 
counterexample. In particular, n is not a prime number, hence it must have 
a proper divisor d. Since n is the smallest counterexample, d and Ẹ are the 
product of some prime numbers. But then n = Ẹ -d is also the product of 
some primes, contradiction. The result follows. O 


The uniqueness of prime factorization is deeper and relies on the following 
fundamental theorem, which establishes a crucial and not formal property of 
prime numbers. Despite the rather easy-looking statement, the next theorem 
is not at all a formal consequence of the definition of a prime and the proof 
requires Gauss’ lemma (which required Bézout’s theorem, which itself required 
the Euclidean division...). Fortunately, we have already done all the hard work. 
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Theorem 4.14. Let a,b be integers and let p be a prime divisor of ab. Then 
p\|aorp|o. 


Proof. Suppose that p does not divide a. Then gcd(a, p) = 1, since gcd(a, p) is 
a positive divisor of p and cannot be p. Since p | ab and gcd(a, p) = 1, Gauss’ 
lemma yields p | b, finishing the proof. O 


A useful corollary (which will be considerably refined in later chapters) of 
the previous theorem is the following: 


Corollary 4.15. Let p be a prime and let a be an integer not divisible by p. 
There is a positive integer k such that p | a* — 1. 


Proof. Consider the remainders of the numbers 1, a, a?,... when divided by p. 
Since there are only finitely many remainders, the pigeonhole principle yields 
the existence of 0 < i < j such that at and af give the same remainder when 
divided by p. Thus p | a*(a’-* — 1). Since p does not divide a, the previous 
theorem yields p | a’—* — 1 and so we can take k = j — i. Oo 


We are now ready to state and prove the fundamental theorem of arithmetic: 


Theorem 4.16. (Fundamental theorem of arithmetic) Any integer n > 1 can 
be uniquely written as a product of prime numbers, up to the order of the 
factors. In other words, if pi, p2, .--,Pk and qi...q, are prime numbers such that 
Pip2---Pk = Q1...q then k = l and there is a permutation o of 1,2,...,k such 
that qi = Po(i) forl<i<k. 


Proof. The existence has already been established. In order to prove unique- 
ness, it suffices to prove the statement concerning 71, ..., Pk, 41, ---,q- We will 
prove this by induction on k +1, using the previous theorem. The base case 
k +1 = 2 is clear. Since pı divides qi...q, the previous theorem shows that 
there exists į such that pı divides q;. Since pı and q; are primes, this forces 
pi = qi. By permuting qi, ...,q, we may assume that i = 1. Dividing by pı we 
obtain p2...Pk = qo...q; and the number of factors in the products decreases. 
Hence we can apply the inductive hypothesis to conclude. oO 
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If an integer n > 1 is a product of primes pıp2...Pk, we say that pi, ..., Pk 
are the prime divisors or prime factors of n. In other words, a prime p is a 
prime factor or prime divisor of n if p | n. Note that if a,b > 1 are integers, 
then the set of prime factors of ab is the union of the set of prime factors of a 
and that of b, since a prime p divides ab if and only if p divides a or p divides 
b. 

By collecting equal numbers among p1, ..., pg in the equality n = p1 p2...Pk, 
we deduce that n can be written as 


— „Ql „Q2 Q 
n=qi q2 Qs” 


with q1, ...,qs pairwise different prime numbers and Q1, ..., œs positive inte- 
gers. This is called the prime factorization (or canonical factorization) of n. 
Note that by the fundamental theorem of arithmetic the numbers q1, ..., qs and 
Q1,...,@s are unique. 

The fundamental theorem of arithmetic describes the multiplicative struc- 
ture of the set of integers, in terms of prime numbers. The additive structure 
of the set of integers is relatively simple, but the interaction between the two 
structures is the source of many very difficult (and most of the time unsolved) 
problems. For instance, one of the oldest and most intractable problems (so 
far) is the famous Goldbach conjecture, stating that any even integer greater 
than 2 can be written as the sum of two prime numbers. A weaker version 
of this conjecture (also known as the ternary Goldbach problem) states that 
any odd number greater than 5 can be written as the sum of three (not neces- 
sarily distinct) primes. After almost one century of hard work (starting with 
Hardy and Littlewood in 1923, Vinogradov in 1937 and ending with Helfgott 
in 2013), this weaker conjecture is now a theorem. 

Another famous conjecture relating the additive and multiplicative struc- 
ture of integers was stated in 1986 by Masser and Oesterlé. In order to state 
it, let us introduce a notation: if n is an integer greater than 1, let 


r(n) =[[p 


pln 


be the product of all different prime factors of n. 
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Conjecture 4.17. (the abc conjecture) For any € > 0 there is a constant 
c(e) > 0 such that for all nonzero integers a,b,c satisfying a + b + c = 0 and 
gcd(a, b,c) = 1 we have 


max(|al, |b|, |c|) < c(e) - r(abe)! t. 


This conjecture lies extremely deep, since it is not difficult to prove that it 
implies many difficult results, which are either already theorems or still con- 
jectural. For instance, the abc conjecture immediately implies that Fermat’s 
last theorem holds for all sufficiently large n: if n is large enough, then the 
equation z” +y” = z” has no integer solutions with xyz # 0. Indeed, suppose 
x,y,z is such a solution (with x,y,z positive to simplify notations). Then we 
may assume that gcd(z, y, z) = 1 and hence 


z” < e(1/2)r(xyz)2 < e(1/2)22. 
Since z > 2 (otherwise ry = 0) we deduce that 
2"-2 < (1/2), 


which bounds n from above. 

Similarly, it is a simple exercise to deduce from the abc conjecture the 
following result (which is a deep theorem of Darmon and Granville, proved 
independently of the abc conjecture): if p,q,r > 2 and the equation x? + y? = 
z” has infinitely many solutions in positive integers with gcd(z, y, z) = 1, then 

see 


1 
-4+=+4-31. 
p q r 


Indeed, for any £ > 0 and any solution we will have 
2" < c(e)r(zyz)!*® < e(e)z0+9(8+5+1), 


We deduce that 


1 1 1 

1s (+141) +e) 
P q rT 

and since £ > 0 was arbitrary, the result follows. 
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It is not difficult to check that the only triples (p,q,r) with p,q,r > 2 and 


1 1 1 

~4+-4+=>1 

P q rT 
are (2,2,n) (with any n > 2), (2,3,3), (2,3,4) and (2,3,5) and their permu- 
tations, while the only triples with 


l1 1 1 
~4+=4-=1 
p q r 


are (3,3,3), (2,4,4), (2,3,6) and their permutations. For instance, we have 
already seen that the equation z+ + y? = z+ has no nontrivial solutions. On 
the other hand, one can proe (eu a lot of work!) that the only nontrivial 
solutions of the equation z? + y® = 2? H 28 : S = (+3)”. 2 a amie 
direckt, each of the equations z? + y? = 27, xt +y? = 22, tt +4? = 23, 
x+y? = z? have infinitely many solukon, for instance for the iaon 
r? +y’ = gi a family of solutions is given by 


z = af + 6a?b? — 3b*, y = —a* + 6ab? + 304, z = 6ab(a* + 304) 


with arbitrary positive integers a,b. These are not the only solutions, for 
instance another infinite family of solutions is given by 


x = af + 8ab?, y = —4a°b + 40+, z = a® — 200%? — 80°. 
Yet more examples of nontrivial solutions of such equations are given by 
9262° + 15312283? = 1137, 33° + 1549034? = 15613, 3° + 114 = 122. ... 


The remaining part of this section is devoted to a long series of exercises 
and examples that illustrate the previous fundamental theoretical results. 


Example 4.18. (Zhautykov Olympiad 2010) Find all primes p,q such that 


P- =p-q. 
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Proof. Write the equation as 
pp? — 1) =q - 1) = gl? — 1)? + 1) 


=4(9-1(P?+94+1(q+1)( -4+1). 


Thus p divides one of the numbers q,q — 1,q7+q+1,¢+1,q?-—q+1. We 
claim that p > q?, which then implies that p = q? +q + 1. Indeed, if p < q?, 
then 

q(¢°—-1) =p? -p<p’-1<-1, 


impossible. 
Hence p = q? + q + 1 and the equation becomes 


p -1=qlq- 1) +1) -4+ 1) 
or equivalently 
ala +1) +4 +2) =q +1) -1 -4+1). 
Dividing by q(q + 1) and simplifying the resulting expressions yields 
(q—3)(q? +1) =0, 
hence q = 3 and then p = 11. o 


Example 4.19. (Saint Petersburg 2013) Find all primes p,q such that 2p — 1, 
2q — 1 and 2pq — 1 are all perfect squares. 


Proof. Say 2p—1 = a”, 2q — 1 = b? and 2pq—1 = c? for some positive integers 
a,b,c. Then p | a? +1 and p | Ê +1, thus p | c? — a? and so p | c—a or 
p|c+ta. Note that a,c are odd and p is odd, hence p < ate and with a similar 
argument q < bte, In other words 


c> 2p—a, c>2q-b. 
But then 


2pq — 1 = c* > (2p — a) (2q — b) = 4pq — 2pb — 2qa + ab, 
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which becomes 
2pq + 1 + ab < 2pb + 2qa. 


In particular pq < pb + qa and so 


b a 2 2 
1<-+-<4/-+4+4/-. 
q p q Pp 


We may assume that p < q. The previous inequality yields p < 7. Clearly 
p = 7 is not a solution since 2p — 1 is not a square in this case. Thus p < 5 
and since p = 2 and p = 3 are not solutions, we obtain p = 5. But then 


c= y10q — 1 > 2q — b = 2q — y2q — 1, 


which immediately implies that q < 5 and then q = 5. Hence p = q = 5 is the 
only solution. o 


Next, we discuss a series of exercises in which theorem 4.14 is used to prove 
that certain numbers are composite. 


Example 4.20. (Kvant M 888) Let a,b,c,d be positive integers such that ab = 
cd. Prove that for every positive integer k the number a* + b* + c + d* is 
composite. 


Proof. Replacing a,b,c,d with a*,b*,c*,d*, we may assume that k = 1. Let 
a m 
us write — = — = — in lowest terms, where m,n are positive integers. Since 


c n 
m divides na and gcd(m,n) = 1, we must have m | a, hence a = mu and 
c = nu for some positive integer u. Similarly d = mv and b = nv for some 
positive integer v. But then 


a+b+ct+td=mut+nut m+n =(m+n)(ut+v) 


is composite. 

Here is another proof, more in the spirit of the argument used to solve 
the next exercise: assume that a+b+c+d = p is a prime and note that 
a+b=-—c-—d (mod p) and ab = (—c) -(—d) (mod p) (the first congruence is 
clear and the second one follows from the hypothesis of the problem). Thus 
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the coefficients of the polynomial (X —a)(X —b) —(X+c)(X +d) are multiples 
of p and so its value at a is a multiple of p. In other words, p | (a + c)(a + d). 
Since p is a prime, p divides one of the numbers a+ c and a + d, which is not 
the case since p > max(a+c,a+d). o 


Example 4.21. Let a,b,c,d be positive integers such that 
a +ab+bd? =P +ced+ e. 
Prove that a +b + c + d is composite. 


Proof. Assume that p = a+b+c+d is a prime number. Then a+b = —c -d 
(mod p) hence 


a +b? +ab+ab= +d +cd+cd (mod p), 


which combined with the hypothesis yields ab = cd (mod p). Considering the 
polynomial (X — a)(X — b) — (X +c)(X + d) and arguing as in the previous 
example we deduce that —(a + c)(a + d) is a multiple of p. It follows that 
p divides one of the numbers a + c and a + d, which is impossible since p is 
greater than each of them. o 


Example 4.22. (IMO Shortlist 2005) Let a, b, c, d, e, f be positive integers 
such that S = a+b+c+d+e+ f divides abc+def and ab+bc+ca—de—ef—df. 
Prove that S is composite. 


Proof. Suppose that S is a prime and let x = —d, y = —e, z = — f, so that 
at+tb+c=a+y+z (mod S), ab+bc+ca=zry+yz+zxr (mod S) 
and abc = xyz (mod S). Considering the polynomial 
(T — a)(T — b)(T - ¢) - (T - x)(T — y)(T — 2) 
and arguing as in the previous examples we obtain that 
S | (a — z)(a — y)(a — z) = (a + d) (a + e)(a + f). 


Since S is a prime, S divides one of the numbers a + d,a + e,a + f, which is 
impossible since S is greater than any of them. Hence S is composite. o 
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Remark 4.23. There are many exercises (more or less difficult) with a very 
similar flavor and solution. Here are two more examples, left to the reader: 
a) (IMO 2001) Let a > b > c > d be positive integers such that 


ac+ bd = (b+d+a-—c)(b+d-—a+ec). 


Prove that ab+ cd is composite. 
b) (USAMO 2015) Let a, b, c, d, e be distinct positive integers such that 
at +b = ct + dt = e5. Prove that ac + bd is a composite number. 


Example 4.24. (IMO Shortlist 2001) Is it possible to find 100 positive integers 
not exceeding 25000, such that all pairwise sums of two of them are different? 


Proof. We will prove more generally that for any odd prime p we can find p—1 
numbers a1, ...,@p)—1 not exceeding 2p? and such that all pairwise sums of two 
of them are different (then taking p = 101 will solve the problem). If a is an 
integer, let @ be the remainder of a when divided by p. Let an = 2np+n? for 
1<n<p-1. The numbers aj, ...,a@)_1 are smaller than 2p(p — 1) + p < 2p? 
and it remains to see that the pairwise sums are different. Suppose that 
Qn + am = ak + a; for some n 4 m and k Æ l between 1 and p — 1. We write 
this equality as 


2p(n +m — k — l) = kR +B -m —n?. 


The right-hand side is between 2 — 2(p — 1) and 2(p — 1) — 2 and is a multiple 
of 2p (since the left-hand side is so). Thus we must have n +m = k +l and 
k2 + [2 = m2 + n?. We deduce that n? + m? = k? + I? (mod p). Combined 
with n? +m? +2mn = k? +1? +2lk and using the fact that p is odd we obtain 
nm = lk (mod p). Thus the coefficients of the polynomial 


(X — m)(X —n) — (X -—1)(X — k) 


are multiples of p and so p | (m—1)(m—k). We deduce that either m = l and 
n=korm=kandn=l. O 


Recall that the Fibonacci sequence (fn)n>1 is defined by fı = fo = 1 and 
fn = fn—-1 + fn—2 for n > 3. It is not difficult to prove that if fn is a prime 
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number, then n is also a prime number or n = 4, but the converse does not 
hold since fig is not a prime. Many prime Fibonacci numbers are known (for 
instance one of the largest ones is f1968721), but it is not known whether the 
Fibonacci sequence contains infinitely many primes. The following interesting 
result describes all primes in the shifted Fibonacci sequence (fn +1)n>1. A 
crucial ingredient in the proof is Catalan’s identity 


f _ Sntrfn—r = (-1)""* f?, 


whose proof is left as an easy exercise for the reader, recalling that we have 
the classical formula N n 
_ =O) 


tn = 5 


where ¢ = Hi, Another crucial ingredient is theorem 4.14. 


Example 4.25. a) Prove the Gelin-Cesàro identity 
f — fn-2fn-1fn+1fn42 = 1, n23. 
b) Find all n for which fn + 1 is a prime. 


Proof. a) We use Catalan’s identity with r = 1,2 to obtain 


fiefs = (—1)" = fe = fans: 


Thus f?—1 and f2+1 are fn—ifn41 and fn—2fn+2 in some order. The desired 
result follows since in either case 


fa —1= (f2 - 1)(f + 1) = fa-2fn-1fa+1fn+2- 


b) It is easy to check that f,+1 is a prime for n = 1,2,3. Suppose that n > 
3 and that fn +1 is a prime. Since f, +1 divides f4—1 = fn-2fn-1fn+1fn+2, 
it must divide one of the numbers fr_2, fn-1, fn+1, fn42- Since it is greater 
than fn—-2 and fn-1, it either divides f,41 or fn+2. On the other hand, it is 
clear that the Fibonacci sequence is increasing and so fn+2 < 2fn41 for all 
n, thus fn+2 < 4fn. If fn +1 | fn+1, since fn+1 < 2(fn +1) we must have 
fn+1 = fn +1 and then f,_1 = 1, impossible for n > 3. Thus fr +1 | fn+2 and 
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since fn+2 < 4(fn +1) and fn+2 > fn +1 we must have fn+2 = 2(fn +1) or 
fn+2 = 3(fn +1). In the first case we obtain fn+1 = fn + 2, that is fn-1 = 2, 
then n = 4 and f, +1 = 4 is not a prime. In the second case we obtain 
Jn+1 = 2fn + 3, impossible since fn+1 < 2f,. Thus the only solutions of the 
problem are n = 1, 2,3. o 


4.2.2 The smallest and largest prime divisor 


The next problems are concerned with the largest and smallest prime fac- 
tors of integers. We will introduce therefore the following notation: if n > 1 
is an integer, P(n) will denote the largest prime factor of n, while p(n) will 
denote the smallest prime factor of n. 

The first two examples exploit a very specific property of monic quadratic 
polynomials. This class of polynomials can be characterized by the property 
that 

F(X) F(X +1) = F(X + F(X). 
We leave it to the reader as a very pleasant exercise to prove this property. 
In particular, if g(n) = P(f(n)) is the largest prime factor of f(n), then the 
previous relation yields 


g(n + f(n)) = max(q(n),q(n + 1)). 


Example 4.26. (IMO Shortlist 2013) Prove that there exist infinitely many 
positive integers n such that the largest prime divisor of nt + n? +1 is equal 
to the largest prime divisor of (n + 1)* + (n + 1)? +1. 


Proof. Let f(X) = X? — X +1, then f(X +1) = X? + X +1 and so the 
previous identity becomes 


f(n? +1) =n* +n? +1= f(n)f(n+), (1) 
Letting q(n) be the largest prime factor of f(n), the problem requires 
q(n? +1) = q((n +1)? +1) 
for infinitely many n, or equivalently (thanks to relation (1)) 


max(q(n),g(n + 1)) = max(q(n + 1),9(n + 2)) 
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for infinitely many n. This is the case if q(n + 1) > max(q(n),q(n + 2)), and 
we will prove that this inequality holds for infinitely many n. Assume that 
this is not the case, hence g(n + 1) < max(g(n), q(n + 2)) for n > N, where 
N is some positive integer. Since there is no infinite decreasing sequence 
of positive integers, there is no > N such that g(no + 1) > g(no). Since 
q(no +1) < max(q(no), q(no + 2)), we obtain q(no +1) < q(no +2). Combining 
this with q(nop +2) < max(q(no +1), g(n9 +3)) we see that g(no +2) < g(no+3) 
and inductively g(n) < q(n + 1) for n > no. But then the equality 


q(n? + 1) = max(q(n), a(n + 1)) 
cannot hold for n > ng, since n? > n and n? >n+1. Oo 


Example 4.27. (Russia 2011) Let q(n) be the largest prime divisor of n? + 1. 
Prove that there are infinitely many pairwise distinct positive integers a, b,c 
such that g(a) = q(b) = q(c). 


Proof. Letting f(X) = X? +1 we obtain 
F(X? 4X41) =f(X)f(X4+) 


thus 
q(n? +n + 1) = max(q(n), g(r + 1)) (1) 


and 
qn? =n +1) = g((n — 1)? + (n — 1) +1) = max(q(n — 1), g(n)). 
Hence if n > 1 and g(n) > max(q(n — 1), q(n + 1)) then 
q(n) = q(n? —n +1) =q(n? +n +1) 


and the numbers n,n? —n+1 and n? +n + 1 are pairwise distinct. It suffices 
therefore to prove that for infinitely many n we have 


q(n) > max(q(n — 1),q(n + 1)), 


which can be done exactly as in the previous problem. oO 
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The next problems deal with the smallest prime divisor of a number. Be- 
fore discussing them, we would like to mention the following very important 
criterion of primality: 


Proposition 4.28. A number n > 1 is composite if and only if it has a prime 
divisor p < y/n, that is if the smallest prime factor of n does not exceed y/n. 


Proof. If n has such a prime factor, it is clear that n is composite. Conversely, 
suppose that n is composite, so we can write n = ab, with a,b > 1. Then each 
of a, b has at least one prime factor, say p and q. Since n > pq, we deduce 
that min(p, q) is a prime factor of n, not exceeding y/n. o 


Example 4.29. (Kvant M 557) Prove that each set of n pairwise relatively 
prime numbers greater than 1 and less than (2n — 1)? contains at least one 
prime. 


Proof. Suppose that the given numbers aj, a2,...,@, are all composite. De- 
note by q; the least prime divisor of a;,1 < i < n and assume without loss 
of generality that qi < ... < qn (note that the q;’s are pairwise distinct as 
gcd(a; aj) = 1 fori # j). Thus q > 2, q2 > 3 and gi41 > qi + 2 for i > 2, 
which easily yields qn > 2n — 1. But then an > q2 > (2n — 1)?, a contradic- 


tion. O 


Example 4.30. (Russia 2014) Find all integers n > 1 such that for any positive 
divisor a of n the number a + 1 divides n + 1. 


Proof. Clearly all odd primes are solutions of the problem. Conversely, sup- 
pose that n is a solution and let us prove that n is a prime. If not, then n has 
a proper divisor a > y/n (namely n/p, where p is a prime factor < y/n of n). 
By hypothesis a + 1 divides n + 1, thus a+ 1 divides n + 1 — (a + 1) =n — a. 
Since a | n — a and since gcd(a,a + 1) = 1, we deduce that a(a+1)|n-a 
and son—a>a(a+1)> a? > n, a contradiction. Thus the solutions of the 
problem are the odd prime numbers. o 


Example 4.31. (Saint Petersburg 2008) If a is an integer greater than 1, let 
p(a) be its smallest prime factor. Let m,n be integers greater than 1. 


4.2. The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 147 


a) Prove that if 
m? +n = p(m) + p(n)? 
then m =n. 
b) If 
m +n = p(m)* — p(n)’, 


what are the possible values of m? 


Proof. a) We have p(n)? — n = m? — p(m) > 0, that is p(n) > yn. Thus n is 
a prime, say n = q, and p(n) = q. The equation becomes m? — p(m) = q? — q, 
hence p(m) divides g(q — 1). Assume that p(m) divides q — 1, then q > p(m) 
and (m — q)(m + q) = p(m) — q < 0, that is m < q. We conclude that 


g—q=m? —p(m) <m? < (q-1)’, 


a contradiction. Thus p(m) = q and then m? = q?, hence m = q =n. 
b) We have this time 


n + p(n)? = p(m)? -m 


and again p(m) > ./m, showing that m is a prime. If m = 2, then n+ p(n)? = 
2, which is impossible. Thus m is an odd prime. Conversely, if m is an odd 
prime, then we look for n even such that n + p(n)? = p(m)? — m, a relation 
which can also be written as n + 4 = m? — m. Thus n = m? — m — 4 works 
(note that n > 1 since m > 3). o 


Example 4.32. (Russia 2001) Find all odd positive integers n > 1 such that if 
a and b are relatively prime positive divisors of n, then a + b — 1 divides n. 


Proof. Let p be the smallest prime divisor of n and let n = p*m with k > 1 
and m relatively prime to p. By hypothesis p + m — 1 | n. Note that 


gcd(p + m — 1,m) = ged(p — 1, m) | gcd(p — 1,n) = 1, 


the last equality being a consequence of the fact that all prime factors of 
p — 1 are less than p and so they cannot divide n. Thus p +m — 1 | pë and 
p+m-—1 = p! for some l < k. 
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Suppose that k > 2, then p? + m — 1 | n and similarly 
gcd(p? +m — 1,m) = gcd(p? a 1,m) | ged(p* = 1,n) =1. 


Note that the last equality crucially uses the hypothesis that n is odd, to 
ensure that all prime factors of p+ 1 are less than or equal to gtl < p (since 
p is odd). As above, we deduce that p? +m -— 1 = p for some j < k. Then 


m-1=p -p =p -—p, 


that is pf + p = p! + p? or p' (pi~! — 1) = p(p — 1). This immediately implies 
l = 1 and then m = 1. In other words, if k > 2, then n is a power of an odd 
prime, and it is clear that any such number is a solution of the problem. 
Assume now that k = 1, thus necessarily l = 1 (as l < k and clearly l > 0) 
and then again m = 1 and n is a power of p. Thus the solutions of the problem 
are the odd prime powers. O 


The polynomial X? + X +41, discovered by Euler and Lagrange in the late 
18th century, takes prime values for X = 0,1,...,39. The next example shows 
that it suffices to check this only for X = 0,1, 2,3. 


Example 4.33. (IMO 1987) Let n be an integer greater than 2 such that k? + 
k+n is a prime number for all 0 < k < V3 . Prove that k? +k +n is a prime 
for allO<k<n—-2. 


Proof. Let f(X) = X? + X +n and let p be the smallest prime factor of any 
of the numbers f(0), f(1), f(2),..., f(n — 2). Suppose that the required result 
fails, so there is some k < n — 2 such that f(k) is composite. The smallest 
prime factor q of f(k) satisfies q? < f(k) < (n— 2)? +n—2+n<n?, hence 
q <n. Since p < q, it follows that p < n. 

Now let k € {0,...,n — 2} be such that p | f(k). Let s be the remainder of 
k when divided by p and let r = min(s,p — 1 — s). Note that p also divides 
f(s) and f(p—1—8), so p | f(r). Moreover, r < zz, thus 


p-1\?° p-1 pol 
< ——— —— = : 
f(r) <n+( 7 ) + J n+ A 
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Since p < n (as shows the first paragraph), we have p # f(r), hence we can 
choose a prime factor q of fo). By minimality of p, we have q > p, hence 
pP < Flr) <n 2 It follows that p < 2/3 and then r < § < /3- But by 
assumption f(r) is a prime number, contradicting the fact that it is a multiple 
of pq. o 


Remark 4.34. a) In 1952 Heegner proved that 41 is the largest integer A with 
the property that n? +n + A is a prime for all n = 0,1, ..., A — 2 (Heilbronn 
proved that there are only finitely many such A’s in 1934). 

b) The polynomial 36X? — 810X + 2753 gives (by taking X = 0,1,..., 44 
and considering absolute values in case a number is negative) a string of 45 
different prime values. Also for 


f(X) = XË — 133X* + 6729X? — 158379.X? + 1720294X — 6823316 


the number 4|f(n)| is a prime for 0 < n < 56. 
Similarly |3n? — 183n? + 3318n — 18757| is a prime for 0 < n < 46. 


4.2.3 Combinatorial number theory 


Finally, we discuss some problems with a more combinatorial flavor. Most 
of these problems are fairly tricky. 


Example 4.35. (Tuymaada 2005) The positive integers 1, 2, ...,121 are arranged 
in the squares of a 11 x 11 table. Dima found the product of numbers in each 
row and Sasha found the product of the numbers in each column. Could they 
get the same set of 11 numbers? 


Proof. The answer is negative. Consider the 12 primes 
61, 67, 71, 73, 79, 83, 89, 97, 101, 103, 107, 109. 


The only multiple of such a prime belonging to the set {1,2,...,121} is the 
prime itself. Two of these primes, say p,q, must be in the same row. If Dima 
and Sasha found the same numbers, then there would be a column whose 
product of elements is a multiple of p,q. But then p,q would have to be in 
that column. Thus p, q belong to the same row and column, contradiction. O 
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We will use several times the observation that if a | b, then the prime 
factors of ab are exactly the prime factors of b. 


Example 4.36. (Kvant) Consider an infinite arithmetic progression of positive 
integers. Prove that there are infinitely many terms in this progression such 
that any two of them have the same set of prime divisors. 


Proof. Say the general term of this progression is a + nd, with n > 0. All 
numbers a(1 + d)” with n > 0 are terms of this progression and they satisfy 
the desired condition. o 


Example 4.37. (Iran 2004) Let n be an integer greater than 1. Prove that 
there are n positive integers aj < a2 < ... < an such that for all nonempty 
subsets I,J of {1,2,...,n} the numbers J jerai and X jega; have the same 
prime factors. 


Proof. Let a; = i- N! for 1 < i < n, where N is a large integer to be chosen 
later. If I C {1,2,...,n} is a nonempty subset, then 


Soa = NI Yi 


ie icI 
and (n+1) 
n(n 
1< i < oe = ———_.. 
< 2 i<1+2+..+n 5 
tel 

Thus if we choose N = aint) then the prime factors of }°;-; a; are exactly 
the primes dividing N!, and this is independent of the choice of I. o 


Example 4.38. Let p be a prime, let r € {1,2,...,p — 1} and let aj, a2, ..., ar € 
{1,2,...,9—1}. Consider the remainders of all numbers }`;eg a; when divided 
by p, over all subsets S of {1,2,...,r} (including the empty set, for which the 
corresponding sum is 0). Prove that there are at least r+1 different remainders 
among them. 


Proof. The result is clear for r = 1. Assume that it holds for r = k and that it 
is not true for r = k+1, with k+1 < p. By assumption we can find pairwise dis- 
tinct numbers c1, ..., Ck € {1, 2, ..., p — 1} such that 0, c1, ..., Ck all appear as re- 
mainders of some of the numbers $ ;es a; with S C {1, 2, ..., k}. Since the sums 
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ics ai with S C {1,2,...,k +1} give at most k + 1 distinct remainders, and 
they contain all sums )>;<g a; with S C {1,2,...,k}, it follows that 0,c1,..., Ck 
are all possible remainders of jeg a; with S C {1,2,...,k +1}. In particular 
the remainders of a441, @e41 + €1,---, @x+1 + Ck (which are pairwise different) 
are among 0, c1, ..., Ck, and so they must be a permutation of 0,c1,...,c,. This 
implies that the remainders of all numbers 0, ak+1, 20441, -..; (p — 1)ax41 are 
among 0, c1, ...,c%, which forces p < k+1, contradicting the fact that k+1 < p. 
Hence if the assertion holds for r = k and k + 1 < p, then it also holds for 
k +1. This yields the desired result. O 


Example 4.39. (Erdös-Ginzburg-Ziv theorem) Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove 
that among any 2n — 1 integers we can choose n whose arithmetic mean is an 
integer. 


Proof. The proof is done in two steps: we prove the theorem when n is a 
prime using the result established in the previous example, then we deduce 
the general case by an elementary argument. 

Assume first that n = p is a prime. We may assume that our integers 
a1, Q2, ...,@2p—-1 are between 0 and p— 1 (by replacing them with their remain- 
ders when divided by p), and we may also assume that a1 < a2 < ... < a2p—1- 
If there is j € {1,2,...,p — 1} such that ap+; = aj+1, then we must have 
Qj41 = Qj4+2 = .. = Qj+p and aj+ı +... + Gj4p is a multiple of p. So as- 
sume that aj+ı # @j+p for 1 < j < p. By the previous example, the sums 
of the numbers aj+p — aj+1 (for 1 < j < p) give at least p distinct remain- 
ders modulo p, i.e. they cover all possible remainders. In particular, if r 
is the remainder of a, + a2 +... + ap, then there is a sum giving remainder 
p-r. That is, we can find some indices 1 < jı < ... < jk < p—1 such that 
Apt jy +. + Opti, — Aj, — --- — Qjp +41 +- + ap is a multiple of p. But this last 
sum is clearly equal to the sum of p numbers among a1, ..., @2p_1. The result 
follows. 

We now treat the general case. Since any n > 1 is a product of primes, 
it suffices to prove that if a,b > 1 and the result holds for a and b, then 
it holds for ab. Consider 2ab — 1 integers. We choose 2a — 1 of them, and 
among the chosen ones we choose a whose arithmetic mean m; is an integer. 
We now consider the remaining 2ab — 1 — a numbers and repeat the previous 
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procedure: we select 2a — 1 such numbers (if possible), then among them we 
select a whose arithmetic mean mz is an integer, and we keep doing this 2b— 1 
times, obtaining arithmetic means mı, ..., M2p—1 of collections of a numbers. 
Since the result holds for b, there are b numbers among mı, ..., M251 whose 
arithmetic mean is an integer. These b arithmetic means correspond to ab 
integers among the 2ab— 1 original ones, whose arithmetic mean is an integer, 
proving the result for ab. O 


Example 4.40. (adapted from Iran TST 2008) Let (an)n>ı be a sequence of 
positive integers such that for all m,n > 1, all prime factors of am + an are 
among the prime factors of m+n. Prove that an = n for all n. 


Proof. The key observation is that p | an +am whenever p is a prime and m,n 
are positive integers such that m +n is a power of p. Indeed, an + am > 2, so 
there is a prime q | an + am, but by hypothesis q | n + m and so q = p. 

We first prove that if m Æ n, then am Æ an. Suppose that an = am and 
choose a large prime p. By the first paragraph, p | an+@p—n, thus p | am +ap-n 
and then p | m +p- n. Thus p | m — n for all large primes, contradiction. 

Next, we prove that |an — an+ı| = 1 for all n > 1. Suppose that there 
is n for which this is not the case and let p be a prime factor of an41 — an. 
Let k be such that p* > n. Then by the first paragraph p | an + Qpk-n 
and so p | an + apk-n + an+1 — an. That is, p | apk-n + an+1 -and then 
p|p* -n+n+1=p* +1. Since this is absurd, the claim is proved. 

Finally, the previous two paragraphs yield an42 — Q@n41 = Qn41 — Gn = € 
for all n and some c € {—1,1}. Since the sequence takes positive values, we 
must have c = 1 and so an = n + k for some k > 0. Take a large prime p. 
Choose positive integers m,n such that p | m+n + 2k. Then p | am + an and 
so p| m+n. Subtracting, we deduce that p | 2k for all large primes p, thus 
k =0 and we are done. o 


Remark 4.41. The original problem was weaker, the hypothesis being am +an | 
(m+n)? for all m,n > 1, where k is fixed. 


Example 4.42. (IMO Shortlist 2007) Find all sequences (an)n>ı of positive 
integers such that: 
a) Each positive integer appears at least once in the sequence a1, ag, ...; 
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b) an + am and Qn4m have the same set of prime divisors for all n,m > 1. 


Proof. We will prove in a sequence of steps that only the sequence an = n 
is a solution of the problem. Note that if a prime p divides an,,@ng,..., An, 
then it also divides an; +n2, ans, ---, an, and continuing like this we obtain that 
p | On, +not..tnz: 

First, we prove that a; = 1. Otherwise, there is a prime p dividing ay. 
Using the observation in the first paragraph, we obtain p | an for all n, con- 
tradicting condition a). Hence a; = 1. 

Next, we prove that gcd(an,@n41) = 1 for all n. Suppose that this is not 
the case and let n > 1 and let p be a prime dividing a, and an+ı. Then p also 
divides azn+y(n+1) for all x,y > 0 (see the first paragraph). Now all integers 
m > n(n + 1) can be written in the form zn + y(n + 1) (see example 3.42), 
so we obtain that all but finitely many terms of the sequence aj, q2,... are 
multiples of p, contradicting again assumption a). 

We are now ready to prove that |an—an+ı| = 1 for all n. Suppose that there 
is n for which this is not the case, and choose a prime p dividing an — an41.- 
By hypothesis a), we can choose m > 1 such that p | an + am. Then p | anm 
and also p | am + Gn4i, thus p | Qnim+i- This contradicts the fact that 
ged(An+m;@n+m+1) = 1 (previous paragraph). 

The previous paragraph shows that an+ı € {an — 1, an + 1} for all n. Since 
an > 0 for all n and a; = 1, we must have a2 = a1+1 = 2. We are now in good 
shape to prove that an = n for all n. Indeed, assume that there is n such that 
an+1 = an — 1. Since an41 = an — 1 and an +a; = an + 1 have the same prime 
factors, both an — 1 and an + 1 must be powers of 2 (as gcd(an — 1, an + 1) 
divides 2) and so necessarily an = 3 and an+ı = 2. Repeating the argument 
then yields an+2 Æ an+1 — 1, 80 an+2 = Gn41 + 1 = 3. But then an + a2 = 5 
and an+2 = 3 don’t have the same prime factors, a contradiction. Hence 
an+1 = an + 1 for all n and finally an = n for all n. O 


Example 4.43. (Kvant M 1863) Consider the sequence of positive integers 
(@n)n>1 Such that a; = 1,a2 = 2 and for all n > 3 the number ap is the least 
positive integer different from aj,a2,...,@n—1 which is not relatively prime 
with an—1. Prove that this sequence contains all positive integers. 
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Proof. The solution is based on the following two lemmas: 


Lemma 4.44. The sequence (an)n>1 contains infinitely many even integers. 


Proof. Assume the contrary, i.e there exists m such that @m,@m+1,4m4+2;--- 
are all odd. Since all terms of the sequence are different there exists k > m 
such that ax < axz41 and aj, Q2,...,am—1 < ax. Let p be the least prime 
divisor of az. Then ax41 > ax + p since otherwise a, and aķg+ı are relatively 
prime. But a, + p is an even integer and therefore ay41 > a, +p. This shows 
that ag+ı is not the least positive integer different from aj, a2, ...,a@p which is 
not relatively prime with a,, a contradiction. O 


Lemma 4.45. If the sequence (an)n>1 has infinitely many terms divisible by 
a prime p then it contains all positive integers divisible by p. 


Proof. Let k be a positive integer such that pk is not a term of the given 
sequence. Let m be such that a, > pk for all n > m. There is a term a, of the 
sequence divisible by p with s > m. The by the definition of as+ı it follows 
that as+ı < pk, a contradiction. O 


Now we turn to the solution of the problem. By lemmas 4.44 and 4.45 the 
sequence contains all positive even integers. Then by 4.45 it follows that for 
every prime p the sequence contains all positive integers divisible by p. This 
solves the problem. O 


4.3 Infinitude of primes 


Having seen several examples of prime and composite numbers, we will 
focus on the problem of proving that there are infinitely many primes. One 
obvious approach to this problem is to find explicitly a sequence that contains 
infinitely many primes. This sounds easy, but it is not: for many sequences 
that naturally appear in number theory it is not known whether they contain 
infinitely many prime numbers. 
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4.3.1 Looking for primes in classical sequences 


One of the most natural sequences are polynomial ones, so let us start 
with them. Let f(X) = ao +a,X +... + @,X” be a nonconstant polynomial 
with integer coefficients and with positive leading coefficient an, so that f(k) 
is a positive integer for k large enough. We would like to know whether the 
sequence f(1), f(2),... contains infinitely many primes. There is an obvious 
obstruction for this to happen: if there is an integer d > 1 dividing all the 
numbers f(1), f(2), ..., then there are only finitely many primes in the previous 
sequence. Also, if we can write f as a product of two nonconstant polynomials 
with integer coefficients, then again there can be only finitely many primes in 
the sequence f(1), f(2),.... A remarkable and wide open conjecture is that 
these two obstructions are the only ones: 


Conjecture 4.46. Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with integer coefficients 
and positive leading coefficient. Assume that: 

a) there is no integer d > 1 dividing all the numbers f(1), f(2),.... 

b) f is not the product of two nonconstant polynomials with integer coeffi- 
cients. 

Then f(n) is a prime number for infinitely many positive integers n. 


To give a hint on how difficult the previous conjecture is, let us mention 
that there is not a single polynomial of degree greater than 1 for which the 
conjecture is proved! There are also versions of the previous conjecture, which 
involve several polynomials f,,..., fẹ and ask that fi(n), ..., f(n) should be 
simultaneously prime for infinitely many n. A famous such conjecture is 


Conjecture 4.47. (Hardy-Littlewood prime k-tuple conjecture) Let a1, ..., ak, 
bi,- bk be integers such that gcd(a;,b;) = 1 for 1 < j < k and such that 
for any prime p < k there is x € Z such that p does not divide any of the 
numbers a,x + b1, ...,ak£ + by. Then there are infinitely many n for which 
ain + bj,...,a4n + by are all prime numbers. 


Remark 4.48. Granville proved the following amazing result: if the previous 
conjecture holds, then there are infinite sets A, B of positive integers such that 
for alla € A and b € B the number a + b is prime! Also, he proved that the 
previous conjecture implies the existence of an infinite set A such that for all 
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a,b € A the number atè is prime. It is known (this is a deep theorem of 
Balog) that for any n there is a set A of n primes such that for all a,b € A 


the number arb is prime, and all these prime numbers are pairwise distinct. 


Even the case when f has degree 1 in conjecture 4.46 is highly nontrivial: in 
this case the conjecture was proved by Dirichlet. Let us restate his remarkable 
and very deep result: 


Theorem 4.49. (Dirichlet’s theorem) Let a,b be relatively prime integers with 
a>0. The arithmetic progression (an+b)n>0 contains infinitely many primes. 


One can also consider the problem of understanding the arithmetic pro- 
gressions all of whose terms are primes. It is an easy exercise left to the reader 
to check that there cannot be such an infinite arithmetic progression. On 
the other hand one can produce arithmetic progressions of fairly large length 
consisting exclusively of primes: the smallest 10-term arithmetic progression 
consisting of primes is 199 + 210n for 0 < n < 9, the smallest 21-term arith- 
metic progression of primes is 5749146449311 + 26004868890n for 0 < n < 20, 
and an arithmetic progression of primes with 26 terms is 


43142746595714191 + 5283234035979900n 


with 0 < n < 25. One can easily see that they involve huge numbers for the 
common difference (and also the first term). The next example explains this 
partially: 


Example 4.50. (Thébault’s theorem) An increasing arithmetic progression of 
length n > 2 consists of prime numbers. Prove that the common difference is 
a multiple of the product of all primes less than n. 


Proof. Suppose that a, d are positive integers such that a,a+d,...,a+(n—1)d 
are primes. We want to prove that any prime p < n divides d. Assume that 
p < n does not divide d. Note that gcd(a,d) = 1, otherwise gcd(a,d) > 1 
would divide both a,a + d and so a = a + d = gcd(a,d), a contradiction. 
Since p does not divide n, the numbers a,a + d, ...,a + (p — 1)d give pairwise 
distinct remainders when divided by p, so one of the remainders must be 0 
and a+ jd is divisible by p for some j € {0,1,...,p— 1}. Since p < n, a+ jd is 
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a prime and so necessarily p= a + jd > a and a < n (since p < n). But then 
a+ ad = a(l + d) is a prime and so a = 1, a contradiction with the fact that 
a is a prime. O 


Here is a nice application of the result established in the previous example: 


Example 4.51. (Tournament of the Towns 2007) Find all increasing arithmetic 
progressions consisting only of prime numbers, such that the number of terms 
is larger than the common difference. 


Proof. Let a,a + d,...,a + (n — 1)d be an arithmetic progression as in the 
statement of the problem, so n > d. Let (pn)n>1 be the increasing sequence of 
primes and let k be such that py < n < pk+1. By Thébault’s theorem p1...Pk 
divides d and so 

Pi---Pe<A<N< peti. 


If pi...pp > 2, then pi...pp — 1 > pry since p1...pk — 1 must have a prime 
factor, and this prime factor cannot be pj,...,px. So if pi...p, > 2, then 
Pi---Pk > Pk+1, contradicting our assumption. It follows that p1...p, = 2, then 
k =1 and n < 3. Hence we must have n = 3, d < n = 3 anda,a+d,a+2d are 
all primes. If d = 1, this is impossible since a,a + 1 being primes forces a = 2, 
but then a+ 2 is not a prime. If d = 2, then a,a + 2,a + 4 should be primes. 
One of these numbers is a multiple of 3 and this immediately implies that 
a = 3. Hence the problem has a unique solution, the progression 3, 5, 7. o 


The following amazing (and very deep) theorem was proved in 2004, solving 
a problem that was open for at least 200 years: 


Theorem 4.52. (Green-Tao) For any n > 3 there is an arithmetic progression 
of length n consisting of prime numbers. 


Remark 4.53. Just to see how powerful this theorem is, let us mention a 
few straightforward consequences which would be extremely hard to prove 
otherwise... 

a) For any n there is a set A of n primes such that for all a,b € A the 
number ab is prime, and all these prime numbers are pairwise distinct. Here 


is such a set for n = 12: 


A = {71, 1163, 1283, 2663, 4523, 5651, 9311, 13883, 13931, 14423, 25943, 27611}. 
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As we have already mentioned, this is a theorem of Balog, proved before the 
Green-Tao theorem. Using the Green-Tao theorem, this becomes a simple 
exercise: consider an arithmetic progression a+ jd of primes for 0 < j < 2"+1, 
and let A be the set of numbers a + (2f — 1)d for 1 <j <n. 

b) It follows from Green-Tao that for any k and d one can find a polynomial 
f with integer coefficients of degree d such that f(0), f(1),..., f(k) are all 
primes. Indeed, if a + jd are primes for 0 < j < kt, the polynomial bX? + a 
works. It is harder to solve the similar problem with monic polynomials. 

c) Yet another consequence of the Green-Tao theorem: there are arbitrarily 
large sets of integers A such that the average of the elements of any nontrivial 
subset of A is a prime. Moreover, we can impose that these primes are pairwise 
distinct. 

Indeed, first without the restriction of the primes distinct, the construction 
is easy: take an arithmetic progression of primes a + jd, 0< j < k:=n.-n! 
and set 

A= {a+ jnid|0 <j <n}. 


The average of the numbers a+jn!d for j € S C {1,2,...,n} isat+d(S zes s) 
and this is a number belonging to our arithmetic progression of primes, so it 
is a prime: indeed 
dees T 
[S| 

If we want the primes to be pairwise distinct we employ the following trick. 
Consider a set B = {bı < ... < bn} such that all averages of all subsets of B 
are pairwise distinct (for instance take b; = (i + 1)! for 1 <i < n), then take 
k = (bn — bı)n!, an arithmetic progression of primes a + jd as above and set 
A = {a+ (bj — bı )n!d|1 < j < n}. For instance, for n = 4 we have the set 
5, 17,89, 1277, for n = 5 we can take the set 


0<n! <n-ni=k. 


209173, 322573, 536773, 1217893, 2484733. 


Already for n = 7 it is very difficult to write down an example of such a set! 


Other important sequences that arise very often in arithmetic are sequences 
of the form a” +1 and a” — 1, where a > 1 is a fixed integer. One may wonder 
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when a” +1, respectively a” — 1 are primes, where for simplicity n > 1. Again, 
there are a few easy obstructions for this to happen. 


Assume first that a” — 1 is a prime and that n is composite, say n = mk 
with m,k > 1. Then a” — 1 | a” — 1 and 1 < a™ — 1 < a” — 1, thus a” — 1 
is not a prime. Therefore if a” — 1 is a prime, then n is a prime. Moreover, 
a— 1 |a-— 1i anda-—1 < a” -— 1, thus necessarily a — 1 = 1 and a = 2. 
In other words, the only possible primes of the form a” — 1 with a,n > 1 
are those of the form 2? — 1 with p a prime. However, it is not true that all 
these numbers are primes: one can check that 23 | 24! — 1 and 47 | 22 — 1. 
Prime numbers of the form 2? — 1 are known as Mersenne primes. It is not 
known whether there are infinitely many such primes, and it is not even known 
whether the sequence (2? —1),, where p runs over the prime numbers, contains 
infinitely many composite numbers (one can prove that this is the case if there 
are infinitely many primes p = 3 (mod 4) such that 2p + 1 is also a prime, 
by proving that for such p the number 2p + 1 divides 2? — 1). The largest 
Mersenne prime known in 2015 is 274207281 _ 1, and 49 Mersenne primes are 
known up to now! 


Assume now that a” + 1 is a prime, with a,n > 1. If n has a proper odd 
divisor m, then am +1 | a” +1 and a” +1 is not a prime, contradiction. 
Thus n is necessarily a power of 2. One very important case is when a = 2, 
then we see that the only primes of the form 2” + 1 are among the Fermat 
numbers F, = 22” +1. Here, the situation is much worse: again, it is not 
known whether the sequence Fo, Fi, ... contains infinitely many primes or in- 
finitely many composite numbers, and we only know 5 primes in this sequence: 
Fo, Fi, Fo, F3, F4. This is in stark contrast with Fermat’s original conjecture 
that all Fermat numbers are primes, a conjecture which was disproved by Eu- 
ler, who proved that 641 | Fs = 29? + 1 (actually F5 = 641 - 6700417; see also 
example 2.12). The only Fermat numbers whose prime factorization is known 
are Fo, Fj, ..., F41 (even though one knows that Fn is composite for 5 < n < 32, 
no prime factor of F29 or Fo4 is known!). 


Yet another sequence which appears very often in number theory is (n!+1)n>1. 
Again, it is not known whether this sequence contains infinitely many primes, 
even though one knows that it contains infinitely many composite numbers 
(this would be hard to prove at this moment, but we will see later on that 


160 Chapter 4. The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 


n+1|n!+1 when n+ 1 is a prime, a result known as Wilson’s theorem, 
and this immediately implies the desired result). We will however use this 
sequence below to prove that there are infinitely many primes. 


4.3.2 Euclid’s argument 


We can summarize the discussion in the previous section by saying that 
many of the natural sequences appearing in arithmetic are expected to con- 
tain infinitely many primes, but we are far from being able to prove such 
a statement. Instead of dealing with such difficult (and most of them wide 
open!) problems, we present in this section Euclid’s wonderful indirect ar- 
gument proving there are infinitely many primes, some of the consequences 
of the result and some related results that can be obtained with similar (but 
more technically involved) arguments. 


Theorem 4.54. (Euclid) There are infinitely many primes. 


Proof. Note that 2 is a prime, so there is at least one prime. Assume that there 
are only finitely many primes, call them p1, ..., Pk, and consider the number 
1+ p1-...-px. It is greater than 1, so it is a product of primes. Choose one of 
these primes and call it q. Then q € {p1,..., Pk}, since by assumption p1, ..., Pk 


exhaust all primes. In particular, q divides pı -...- Pk- But q also divides 
P1’... ° Pk +1, hence q divides 1, a contradiction with the fact that q > 1. The 
result follows. oO 


Remark 4.55. a) Start with aj = 2 and define aņn+ı to be the largest prime 
divisor of 1 + a,@2...a,. This sequence is not monotonic since aio < ag. It is 
not known whether this sequence contains all sufficiently large primes. 

b) Consider the sequence whose nth term is 1+ p1 - p2-...- Pn, where pı < 
p2 <... is the increasing sequence of primes. The first 5 terms of this sequence 
are all primes: 3,7, 31,211, 2311. However, the 6th term 1+2-3-5-7-11-13 is 
composite (a multiple of 59). It is not known if this sequence contains infinitely 
many prime numbers, or if it contains infinitely many composite numbers. 


There are many other ways of proving that there are infinitely many primes, 
based on theorem 4.13 (which ensures that every integer greater than 1 has 
a prime factor). For instance, suppose that (£n)n>1 is a sequence of integers 
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greater than 1 and pairwise relatively prime. Let pp be a prime divisor of 
Ln. Then p1, po, ... are pairwise distinct primes, thus there are infinitely many 
primes. We know from the previous section how to construct many such 
sequences (%n)n>1: for instance £n = 22” + 1 the nth Fermat number, or 
Sylvester’s sequence defined by zı = 2 and n41 = r2 — Tn + 1, etc. 

The next examples either imitate or refine Euclid’s argument. Most of 
them are crucially dependent on the uniqueness of the prime factorization of 
an integer. 


Example 4.56. Let n > 2 be an integer. Prove that there are infinitely many 
primes p such that n does not divide p — 1. In particular (by taking n = 3 
and n = 4), there are infinitely many primes of the form 3k + 2 and infinitely 
many primes of the form 4k + 3. 


Proof. We will imitate Euclid’s argument. Note that 2 is such a prime. Next, 
assume that pj, ...,p, are all primes p for which n does not divide p—1. Then 
N = np}...-py — 1 is an integer greater than 1 and so it is a product of primes 
N =q1..-Gr. Since N is relatively prime to p1, ..., Pk, none of qi, ..., qr is equal to 
one of the numbers p1, ..., px, thus we must have q; = 1 (mod n) forl1 <i<r. 
But then 

N =q...dr =1 (mod n), 


and since N = —1 (mod n), we obtain that n | 2, a contradiction. O 


Example 4.57. (Romania TST 2003) Let # be the set of all primes, and let 
M be a subset of #, having at least three elements. Suppose that for any 
proper subset A of M, all prime factors of —1 + [],<4p belong to M. Prove 
that M = 2. 


Proof. Taking an odd element p of M and considering p—1, we see that 2 € M. 
We will prove below that M is infinite, so let us take this for granted for a 
moment and see how we can finish the proof. Suppose that there is an odd 
prime p ¢ M. Let pı, p2, ... be the increasing sequence of elements of M and 
consider the numbers pı — 1, pipe — 1, pipep3 — 1,.... Two of them must give 
the same remainder when divided by p, and so we can find i < 7 such that 
p divides p1...p; — p1...p;. Since p is not p1,...,p; (as p ¢ M), p must divide 
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Pi4+1-.-pj — 1. But by assumption all prime factors of this last number belong 
to M, contradiction. Hence M = #. 

Let us prove now that M is infinite. Assume the contrary and let p be 
the smallest odd element of M, and let x be the product of the elements of 
M \ {2,p} (we are using here that M has at least three elements). All prime 
factors of x are greater than p and all prime factors of x — 1 and 2x — 1 belong 
to M, by assumption. It follows that 22 — 1 = p* and x — 1 = 2°p° for some 
a>1,b,c>0. Since x —1 and 2x — 1 are relatively prime, we must have 
c = 0 and z = 2°+1, then p? = 2+1 + 1. If a is even, say a = 2k, then 
(p! — 1)(p* +1) is a power of 2, thus p* — 1 and p! +1 are powers of 2 differing 
by 2, so pë = 3 and p = 3. If a is odd, then (p — 1)(1 + p + ... + p%!) = 2>+1 
is impossible, since 1 +p+...+p% 1 is odd and greater than 1. Thus p = 3 
and 3 € M. We deduce that 2-3 — 1 = 5 must be in M, and 7|3-5-1 
must divide z = 2+ 1. This is impossible, since 7 does not divide 2° + 1 for 
any b. This contradiction shows that M must be infinite and the problem is 
solved. O 


Remark 4.58. A very similar problem was proposed at the USA TST in 2015: 
let M be a nonempty set of primes such that for any nonempty subset N C M, 
all prime factors of 1 + Į [pen p are also in M. Prove that M is the set of all 
primes. 


Example 4.59. Let (a@n)n>1 be a sequence of pairwise distinct positive integers. 
Suppose that there are positive integers k,c such that an < cn* for all n > 1. 
Prove that there are infinitely many primes p dividing at least one of the 
numbers a1, a9,.... 


Proof. Suppose that there are only finitely many such primes, call them 
P1,P2,-.-;Ds- Choose a large integer N > c and consider the positive inte- 
gers in {1,2,...,c2%*}. There are at least 2% terms of the sequence among 
these numbers, namely aj,...,@,n. On the other hand, all these terms have 
prime factors among p1, P2, ..., Ps, SO can be written uniquely as p;?...p?* for an 
s-tuple (z1, ..., £s) of nonnegative integers. Since p7!...p?* < c- 2NF < QN(#+1) 
and p;*...pz° > 2% for all i, we deduce that x; < (k+1)N for all i. Thus there 
are at most ((k + 1)N)* such s-tuples and consequently at most ((k + 1)N)® 
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numbers between 1 and c- 2”* all of whose prime factors are among p1, ..., Ps- 


Since a1, ...,@gn are such numbers, we deduce that 
((k+1)N) > 2”. 


This certainly does not hold if N is big enough: the left-hand side is smaller 
than a constant times N*, but for N large enough 2% > N*+1 using the 
inequality 27 > ( aa) and the fact that ( DR is a polynomial expression of 
degre s + 2 in N. The result follows. O 


Remark 4.60. As the proof clearly shows, it suffices to ensure that there is M 
such that each integer occurs at most M times in the sequence aj, ag,.... If f 
is a nonconstant polynomial with integer coefficients, the sequence an = f(n) 
has this property, so the previous result shows that infinitely many primes 
divide at least one of the numbers f(1), f(2),..... This gives an alternative 
proof of theorem 4.67 below. 


The existence of infinitely many primes is a very useful tool in construc- 
tive problems. Here are a few typical examples of problems whose statement 
has nothing to do with primes and whose solution crucially depends on the 
existence of infinitely many primes: 


Example 4.61. (Tournament of the Towns 2006) For each positive integer n let 
bn be the denominator of 1 + 5 +... + ł when written in lowest terms. Prove 
that bn+1 < bn for infinitely many n. 


Proof. We will prove that n = p? — p — 1 is a solution of the problem for 
each odd prime p. First, we claim that p does not divide bn+1. Indeed, 
the only fractions among $3 ani whose denominator is a multiple of p are 


a T pas ep but their sum is a fraction whose denominator is not a multiple 


of p, since 5 + Gap = pt ap + Gap = Try ete: 
Next, let an be the numerator of 1 + 5 +.. + 1, so that 


An4+1 = an 1 
bn+1 bn p(p = 1) 


Thus 
an _ P(p—1)an4i — bn 
bn plp — 1)bn+1 
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If d = ged(p(p — 1)an+1 — bn+1, P(p — 1)bn41), then d divides p?(p — 1)?an41 
and p(p —1)bp41, hence d divides p? (p — 1)?. But p does not divide d, since it 
does not divide b,41. Hence d | (p — 1)? and so 


p(p — 1) 
bn > bn+1 (p = 1)? > bn+1- 


The result follows. O 


Example 4.62. (IMO Shortlist 2011) Let n > 1 be an odd integer. Find all 
functions f : Z— Z such that f(x) — f(y) divides x” — y” for all integers z, y. 


Proof. It is clear that all functions of the form f(x) = ex¢+c with e € {—1,1} 
and d a positive divisor of n are solutions. We will prove that these are all 
solutions of the problem. Note that if f is such a function, then f +c has the 
same property for any integer c, hence we may assume that f(0) = 0. 

If p is a prime, then f(p)—f (0) divides p”, thus f(p) | p” and so f (p) = +p4 
for some sign + and some 0 < d < n. We deduce that there is a sign € and 
some fixed 0 < d < n such that f(p) = ep? for infinitely many primes, call 
them pı < p2 <.... We may assume that £ = 1, by replacing f with —f. Now 
p$ — pł divides p? — p? by hypothesis, hence d divides n (by corollary 3.36). 
Write n = kd. 

We will now prove that f(x) = 2% for all z. Fix an integer z. Then 
f(x) — p? divides z” — p? and it also divides f(x)! — p = f(x)! — p?. Thus 
f(x) — p$ divides f(x)* — x”, and this for all i > 1. Note that d Æ 0, since 
d divides n. Hence d > 0, and since f(x) — p? divides f(x)* — x” for all 4, it 
follows that f(x)* — x” has infinitely many divisors, thus it must be 0, and 
then f(x) = x? (since n is odd). o 


Example 4.63. (USA TST 2010) Let P be a polynomial with integer coefficients 
such that P(0) = 0 and 


gcd(P(0), P(1), P(2),...) =1. 
Prove that for infinitely many n 


gcd(P(n) — P(0), P(n + 1) — P(1), P(n + 2) — P(2),...) =n. 
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Proof. Let us try to study first 
dn = gcd(P(n) — P(0), P(n + 1) — P(1),...) 


for any polynomial P with integer coefficients. Let q be a prime factor of dn, 
so that P(n+k) = P(k) (mod q) for all k, ie. P is n-periodic modulo q. But 
P is also q-periodic modulo q. Thus, if gcd(g,n) = 1, then P is 1-periodic 
modulo q (by Bézout’s theorem) and so q divides P(n + 1) — P(n) for all n. 
Then q divides P(n) — P(0) for all n, so if P(0) = 0, then q must divide 
gcd(P(0), P(1),...). In particular, for our polynomial we must have g|n for 
any prime factor q of dn. 

The previous paragraph suggests taking for n a power of a prime, say 
n = p™. Then we saw that dn is also a power of p. Note that dn is a multiple 
of n, since n divides P(n+k) — P(k) for all k. It remains to see if we can have 
pN+1|P(k +p’) — P(k) for all k. Since? 


P(k +p’) = P(k) +p P'(k) (mod p+), 


this would imply that p divides P’(k) for all k. Now we see how to choose our 
numbers n: pick and fix once and for all a value k such that P’(k) #0. If p is 
sufficiently large, then p does not divide P’(k). For any such p, the previous 
arguments show that dn = n for all n = p™. The conclusion follows. O 


Example 4.64. (Erdés) Let A be a set of n nonzero integers. Prove that A 
contains a subset B with more than 3 elements, such that the sum of any two 
elements of B (not necessarily distinct) is not an element of B. 


Proof. Let the elements of A be aj, a2,...,@, and let p = 3k + 2 be a prime 
number greater than max |a;| (such a prime exists thanks to example 4.56). 
For any i € {1,...,n} the numbers a;, 2a;,...,pa; form a complete system of 
residues modulo p (since a; # 0 and |a;| < p). It follows that for each 1 < 
i < n one can find k + 1 numbers among aj, 2a;, ...,na; which are congruent 
tok+1,k+2,...,2k+1 modulo p. 


1We recall that P’ is the derivative of P. 
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For each 1 < j < p let B; be the set of those a; for which the remainder of 
ja; modulo p belongs to {k+1,...,2k+1}. It follows from the first paragraph 
that 


P 
X (Bil = (k+ 1)n, 
j=l 


hence we can find j with |B;| > sera” > %. It remains to check that the 


sum of two elements of B; is not in Bj. ee that z,y,z € B satisfy 
z+y=2z. By definition the Ore EE of jx, jy, jz when divided by p are 
in {k +1, k + 2,...,2k +1} and one of them is the sum of the remaining two. 
This is clearly impossible, since no two elements of {k + 1,...,2k +1} add up 
to a third element of this set. Thus B; satisfies all desired conditions. O 


Example 4.65. (Iran 2011) Find all sequences (an)n of positive integers such 
that nan + Mam + 2mn is a perfect square for all positive integers m, n. 


Proof. The key is to prove that ap = p for sufficiently large primes p. Assume 
that this is the case for a moment, and fix a positive integer n. By assumption 
Nan + 2np + p? is a square for all sufficiently large primes p, hence there is a 
prime po and a sequence of positive integers (bp)p>p) such that nan +2np+p? = 
(p+bp)?. Then 2pbp +b2 = = 2np+nan and so bp < n+nan. Hence the sequence 
(bp)p>po is bounded and since p divides be — nan for all p > Po», it follows that 
2 = = Nan for p large enough. But then the relation 2pbp + be = 2np + nan 
yields bp = n and finally an = n. Hence, modulo the initial cliin, we find that 
there is a unique sequence, namely an = n for all n. 

Now, let us prove that ap = p for all large primes p. Since 2pap + 2p? is a 
square and a multiple of p, it must be a multiple of p?, hence p divides ap if 
p>2. 

Next, we prove that nan is a square for all n. Indeed, fixing n and choosing 
m = (nan)?, we see that nan + Mam + 2Mn = nan(1 + znan) for some integer 
x. Since nan and 1 + xna,, are relatively prime positive integers and their 
product is a perfect square, nan must be a perfect square. 

Finally, by the previous two paragraphs we can write pap = (px£p)? for some 
positive integer xp, and this holds for all primes p > 2. Since pay + 2p + a; is 
a square, it can be written as (pzp + yp)” for some positive integer yp. Now 
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2pipYpt+ yz = 2p+ a1. If 2p > aj, then necessarily £pyp < 2, hence tp = Yp = 1 
and so ap = p whenever 2p > a, and p > 2. This finishes the proof. 


Example 4.66. For any integer n > 1, let P (n) denote the largest prime divisor 
of n. Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n for which 


P(n) < P(n+1) < P(n+2). 
Proof. We will prove that for each prime p > 2 we can find k > 1 such that 
P(p” — 1) < Pp") =p < P(p® +1), 


which will be enough to conclude. The numbers (p” +1), are pairwise rel- 
atively prime? and not divisible by 4, so the sequence (P(p?" + 1))x>1 is un- 
bounded. Hence there is a smallest k for which P(p?% +1) > p. We will 
prove that P(p” — 1) < p. Otherwise, there is a prime q > p such that 
q| p” —1=(p—1)(p+1)(p? + 1)...(p™ +1). Clearly q 4 p and since p is 
odd and q > p, q does not divide p + 1. Thus q divides one of the numbers 
p? +1 with 1 < j < k, and P(p” +1) > p, contradicting the minimality of 
k. O 


Here is yet another very short proof of the existence of infinitely many 
primes. Consider the number £n = n!+1. Since £n > 1, £n has at least one 
prime divisor, say pn. Since pn cannot divide 1, 2, ...,n (as otherwise pn divides 
both n! and n! + 1, impossible), we must have pp > n. Hence the sequence 
(Pn)n>1 has infinitely many distinct terms and the result follows. The proof 
of the following very useful result is a variation on the previous argument: 


Theorem 4.67. (Schur) Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with integer coef- 
ficients. There are infinitely many primes dividing at least one nonzero term 


of the sequence f(1), f(2), f(3),.... 


Proof. Let f(X) = ao +aiX +... + anX”, with a, 4 0 and n > 1. If ag = 0, 
then any prime p divides f(p) and f(p) # 0 for all sufficiently large p, thus 
the result is clear in this case. Assume that apo # 0 and observe that 


f(aoX) = ao + apa X +... + agan X” =ag(1+a,X +... + dy ag X”). 


?This can be proved in the same way as for Fermat numbers. 
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The polynomial g(X) = 1 +a1X +... +a% tan X” is nonconstant, hence there 
is an integer ko such that for all z > ko we have |g(x)| > 2. Pick any prime pp 
dividing g(k!), for k > ko. Then px divides g(k!) and k! | g(k!) — 1, thus px is 
relatively prime to k! and so py > k. Moreover, pz divides f(aok!) for k > ko 
and since pk > k, the result follows. o 


The following examples illustrate the previous theorem. 


Example 4.68. (Iran 2004) Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients 
such that f(m) and f(n) are relatively prime whenever m and n are relatively 
prime positive integers. 


Proof. Note that the polynomials +X*, with k > 0 are solutions of the prob- 
lem. We will prove that these are the only solutions. Let f be a solution and 
write f(X) = X*g(X) with k > 0 and g(0) # 0. If g is constant, then clearly 
this constant must be +1. Suppose that g is not constant, hence for infinitely 
many primes p the congruence g(n) = 0 (mod p) has solutions. Choose such 
p and n, with p relatively prime to g(0) # 0 (since g(0) # 0, this holds for 
all but finitely many primes p). Then p does not divide n, hence n and n+ p 
are relatively prime. But then f(n) and f(n + p) are relatively prime, which 
contradicts the fact that p divides both of them (since p divides g(n), it also 
divides g(n + p)). Thus g is constant and we are done. o 


Example 4.69. (Taiwan TST 2014) Let k be a positive integer. Find all polyno- 
mials f(X) with integer coefficients such that f(n) divides (n!)* for all positive 
integers n. 


Proof. Replacing f with —f we may assume that the leading coefficient of f 
is positive. If f is constant, then since f(1) | 1 we must have f(X) = 1, which 
is a solution of the problem. Assume now that f is not constant, and write 
f(X) = ao + aX +... + agX4 with ag > 0 and d > 1. Let j be the smallest 
nonnegative integer such that a; # 0, thus a9 = ... = aj_1 = 0 and a; Æ 0. 
Then f(X) = XJg(X) with 9(X) = aj + aj+1X +... +agX*4. Assume that 
j < d, so that g(X) is nonconstant. By hypothesis g(n) | (n!)* and so for any 
prime p | g(n) we have p | n! and p < n. Since g is nonconstant, theorem 
4.67 yields the existence of infinitely many primes p dividing at least one of 
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the numbers g(1),g(2),.... Let p be such a prime and let n be the smallest 
positive integer for which p | g(n). If r is the remainder of n when divided 
by p, then p | g(n) — g(r) and so p| g(r). If r > 0, then since g(r) | (r!)* 
must have p < r, impossible. Thus r = 0 and so p | g(0). Thus g(0) = a; is 
divisible by infinitely many primes and is nonzero, which is impossible. Hence 
our assumption that j < d was wrong and f(X) = agX*. Since ag > 0 and 
f(1) | 1, we obtain ag = 1. Then nê | (n!)* for all n > 1. Choosing n = pa 
prime, we see that (n!)* = p! -m with m not a multiple of p, thus pê | (p!)* 
forces d < k. Conversely, if d < k then clearly nê | (n!)* for all n. Hence the 
solutions of the problem are f(X) = +X¢ with d < k. 

Here is a slightly different argument: assume that f is not constant and 
has positive leading coefficient. Thus if p is a large enough prime, we have 
f(p) > 1. Let q be a prime factor of f(p) and assume that q # p. Write 
p=qk+r with 0 <r < q. Since q | f(p) = f(qk +r), we have q | f(r) | r!*. 
This is impossible, since q is a prime greater than r. Thus q = p and so 
p | f(p). It follows that p | f(0) for all large enough primes, thus f(0) = 0. 
Thus we can argue like in the previous solution. o 


Example 4.70. a) (Saint Petersburg 2001) Prove that there are infinitely many 
positive integers n such that the largest prime divisor of n4 + 1 is greater than 
2n. 

b) (IMO 2008) Prove that the largest prime factor of n? +1 is greater than 
2n + /2n for infinitely many positive integers n. 


Proof. a) By theorem 4.67 there are infinitely many odd primes p dividing at 
least one of the numbers n* + 1 with n > 1. Let p be one such prime and let 
n be the smallest positive integer such that p | n+ + 1. If r is the remainder 
of n when divided by p, then r < p and p | r4 +1. By minimality of n (note 
that r > 0) we have n < r, thus n < p — 1, and actually n < p — 1, since p 
does not divide (p — 1)* +1 (as p is odd). Next, p | (p — 1 — n)t + 1 and again 
by minimality of n we have p — 1 — n È n, that is p > 2n. Thus to any prime 
p as above we associated a positive integer np < E such that p | n +1. Since 

nå > p—1, as p varies t numbers np form an eonda senema, and the 
largest prime factor of n +1 is at least p > 2np, solving the problem. 
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b) As above, start with an odd prime p dividing one of the numbers n? +1, 
with n > 1. Let n be the smallest such positive integer. As above, we obtain 
n < bo Now write p = 2k+1ands=k—n>0. Then p | 4n? +4 = 
(2k—28s)? +4, hence p | (2s+1)? +4. It follows that (2s +1)? +4 > p = 2k+1, 
thus 2s + 1 > v2k — 3. Now 


p=2k+1=2n+2s+1 > 2n+vV2k—3. 


Let us prove that if p is large enough, then /2k — 3 > v2n, which is enough 
to conclude. The inequality /2k —3 > /2n is equivalent to k — 2 > n or 
s > 2. Since p | (2s + 1)? + 4, it suffices to take p > 3? + 4 = 13 for the 
argument to work. O 


Remark 4.71. We suggest the reader to try the following problem, proposed 
for the USAMO in 2006: let P(n) be the largest prime divisor of n (with 
P(+1) = 1 and P(0) = oo). Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients 
such that the sequence (P(f(n”)) — 2n)n>1 is bounded above. 


Example 4.72. (Romania TST 2013) Prove that infinitely many prime numbers 
can be written as 


(a? + ay — 1)(a% + ag — 1)... (a2 + an — 1) 
(b2 + by — 1) (b2 + b2 — 1)... (b2 + bn — 1) 


for some positive integers n, a1, 42, ... , ün, b1, b2,..-, bn- 


Proof. Let pi, p2, ... be the prime numbers dividing at least one of the numbers 
17+1—1,27+2-—1,37+3-1,.... We claim that p; has the required form for 
all 1 > 1 and we prove this by strong induction on 7. For i = 1 we have pı = 5 
(it is easy to see that 2 and 3 do not divide any n? +n — 1) and this equals 


ZL, Let S be the set of rational numbers of the form 


(a? + ay — 1) (a2 + a2 — 1)... (a2 + an — 1) 
(b2 + by — 1) (b2 + b2 — 1)... (b2 + bn — 1) 


for some positive integers n,@1,@2,...,@n,61,b2,...,6, and assume that 
Pi,- Pk-1 € S. Let us prove that py € S. By assumption there is n > 1 
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such that pz | n2? +n — 1. Let n be the smallest positive integer such that 
pk |n?+n—1. Then n < pp—1 and m = pk — (n+ 1) is a positive integer such 
that pp | m? +m — 1, thus n < mand n < 7. We deduce that n? +n — 1 
is of the form pgs for some s < px. By definition, all prime factors of s are 
among pı, ---, Ppk—-1 and thus all prime factors of s are in S. Clearly S is stable 
under product, thus s € S and then 


n?+n—1 1 


aoe oo = 


Pk 


4.3.3 Euler’s and Bonse’s inequalities 


The following remarkable inequality goes back to Euler. It immediately 
implies the existence of infinitely many primes, and we will see that it yields 
a very strong estimate for the sum of the inverses of the primes not exceeding 
n. 


Theorem 4.73. (Euler) Let p1, p2, ..., pk be all primes not exceeding n. Then 


Pı p2 Pk 1 1 
TE ee E RN >l+at..45. 
pı—1 pal pk—1 2 n 
Proof. We have for all N > 1 
1 1 l-r 1 pi 
14+—+..45=—4 <— = j 
Pi Pi l= bas p;—1 
hence à ‘ 
i 1 1 
Pi >à ++) 
epi i=1 Pi i 


Expanding the product we obtain 
k 
Pi 1 
Zoe E ate 
i=1*? 1,40 ,E{0,1,..., N} 1 FR 


On the other hand, by the fundamental theorem of arithmetic, all numbers 
j € [1,n] can be written as a product of powers of primes. If j = q9" ...q2" is 
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the prime factorization of j, then max(q;) < j < n, hence q1, -.-, qr are among 
Pi, ---> pk. Moreover, n > j > 2% > a; for all i. Hence if we take N = n we 
conclude that 


1 1 1 
-a 2 ee +L. 
pI... pr" 2 n 
a1,- ap E{0,1,.. N} 1 Ek 
Combining this with the first inequality yields the desired result. O 


Theorem 4.74. (Euler) For alln > 1 we have 


y = >Ininn-1, 


psn P 


the sum being taken over all primes not exceeding n. In particular, 
1 
Li- 
p Pp 


i.e. the sum of the inverses of all primes diverges. 


Proof. The inequality x > In(1 + x) holds for all z > 0. Using it, we obtain 
1 Ma 1 k 
y= ym (2 + =) 3 E +1) — In(k)) = In(n +1) 


On the other hand, letting p1, ..., pk the primes not exceeding n, we have (using 
the inequality x < e” — 1) 


Combining these inequalities with the one obtained in the previous theorem 


we obtain 
k 


1 
> i In(In(n + 1)). 


i=1 
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It suffices therefore to prove that 


Boal Eoi 
2 rier ea 


i=1 Pi 


or equivalently 
bo d 
= <i | 
2 pi(pi — 1) 


But since p; > i + 1 we have 


k 1 ko a kori 1 
3 ao ea 


fi PilPi— 1) ~ 


as desired. o 


Remark 4.75. The inequality established in the previous theorem is remarkably 
strong. More precisely, one can prove (with quite a lot of work) that 


psn 


2 1 = 
Jim, (= -— nian] = 0.2614..., 


so in terms of growth the inequality is essentially optimal! 


It will be convenient for the next examples and results to have a notation 
for the nth prime. 


Definition 4.76. If n is a positive integer, we let pn be the nth prime number, 
thus pı = 2 < p2 = 3 < p3 = 5 < p4 = 7 < ... is the increasing infinite sequence 
of primes. 


Example 4.77. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


m1 
2a o 
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Proof. For k > 4 we have py > 2k — 1 hence pe > 4k(k — 1) and so 


= <3( 1 =) 
pe 4A\k-1 k)’ 
i ae Cee l 1 


ae ee 
y< TE ae — -=|<-4+-4+—4-. 
ihe 4 


We deduce that 


ee Bs Pape is equal to 4 3+ 100 im and so we are reduced to checking that 
$ < = ar which in turn is Saui valent to 81 > 80. O 


Remark 4.78. The phenomena appearing in the last two examples are very 
similar to the behavior of the sequence of positive integers: we have 


2 
D 


for all n. In other words }7,>1 7 = 00. 


Example 4.79. Let pn be the nth prime. Prove that 
a) Pn > 2n for n > 5. 
b) Pn > 3n for n > 12. 


Proof. a) We prove this by induction. For n = 5 we have ps = 11 > 2-5, so 
assume that pn > 2n and let us prove that pn+1 > 2(n +1). But pn+ı is odd 
and greater than pn, which is also odd, hence Pn+1 > Pn +2 > 2n+2, and the 
result follows. 

b) Again, we prove this by induction. A direct computation shows that 
p12 = 37 > 3-12, so assume that pn > 3n and let us prove that pn+1 > 3(n+1). 
As before, Pn41 > Pn +2 > 3n+1+2 = 3(n+1). Since 3(n+1) is not a prime, 
the previous inequality cannot be an equality and so pn+1 > 3(n + 1). o 


4.8. Infinitude of primes 175 


Remark 4.80. It is true, but not easy to prove that for any positive integer k 
there is ną such that for all n > ng we have pn > kn. We will see a proof of 
this result later on. 


The next example uses a similar argument to Euclid’s one, but it is techni- 
cally more involved. We will use it to give a very elementary proof of a famous 
inequality of Bonse, and then give some interesting arithmetic applications of 
this inequality. 


Example 4.81. Prove that if n > 4 then 


P1P2---Pn = Ppntn—2 + P1p2---Pn—1 + Pn. 


Proof. Write the inequality as 


P1---Pn—1(Pn — 1) — Pn > Ppn+n-1 


and consider the numbers £k = kpipo...Pn—1 — Pn for 2 < k < pn. We need to 
prove that %p,-1 > Ppn+n—2- 

First, note that p)...2n-1 — 1 is greater than 1 and is relatively prime 
tO P1,P2,---;Pn—1, SO all of its prime divisors are at least pn, in particular 
P1---Pn—1 = Pn + 1 and so £k > 2(pn +1) — Pn = Pn +1 for 2 < k < pnr. 

Next, we claim that the numbers z, are pairwise relatively prime. Indeed, 
if a prime q divides x, and xj for some 2 < j < k < pn, then it divides 
Tk — £j = (k —J)p1-.-Pn-1. Now q # p1,-.-,Pn—1 Since none of these primes 
divide x, (as they don’t divide pn), so q | k — j. But then q < pn and so 
q € {p1, ---)Pn—1}, a contradiction. 

Now, let qx be the smallest prime factor of xp, then q2, ...,¢p,—1 are Pn — 2 
pairwise distinct prime numbers by the previous paragraph, and they are all 
larger than pp, since clearly zp is relatively prime to p)...p,. Thus 


max(qo, eis dpn-1) 2 Pn+pn—-2 


and thus 
Lpn-1 = max(qo, Ope) > Pn+pn—2) 


as desired. o 
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Example 4.82. (Bonse’s inequality) For n > 4 we have 


P1p2---Pn > Past 


and for n > 5 we have 
P1p2---Pn—1 > Past 


Proof. One can check the first inequality for n = 4 without any problem, so it 
suffices to prove the stronger inequality p1...Pn-1 > p2 +1 for n > 5. Assume 
first that n > 12 and let k = |}]| so 2k < n < 2k +1. Then k > 6 and 


Pi--Pn—1 > P1---P2k-2 > (P1. Pk-1)- 


Using the previous example, the last quantity is greater than P2 +k-3 and 
so it suffices to check that pp_1 + k — 3 > n + 1, or the stronger inequality 
Pk-1 +k — 3 > 2k +2. This reduces to pp_1 > k +5 and is easily checked for 
k > 6. Hence the result is proved for n > 12. Next, Note that 


P? = 41? < 2000 < 2-3-5-7- 11 = pipepspaps 
hence the result holds for 5 < n < 12 too. O 


We illustrate the usefulness of Bonse’s inequality with two examples: 


Example 4.83. a) Find the largest integer n > 3 such that any integer (strictly) 
between 1 and n and relatively prime to n is a prime number. 

b) Determine the largest odd integer n > 3 such that any odd integer 
(strictly) between 1 and n and relatively prime to n is a prime number. 


Proof. a) Let n be such an integer and let pj, po,... be the increasing sequence 
of primes. Let m be the largest positive integer such that p2, < n, son < Phar 
Assume that m > 4, then p1...Dpm > P2, 41 2 n by Bonse’s inequality, hence n is 
relatively prime to one of the primes p1, ..., Pm, Say with pj. Then p? < p?, < n 
is relatively prime to n and not a prime, contradiction. Thus m < 3 and so 
n < pi = 49. Assume that n > 25. Then n cannot be relatively prime to 
4,9,25, hence n must be a multiple of 2,3 and 5 and so a multiple of 30. 
Since n < 49, this yields n = 30. Conversely, the smallest composite number 
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relatively prime to 30 is 49, so 30 has the desired property and so it is indeed 
the solution of the problem. 

b) The argument is similar: if n is such an integer and p2, < n < Phan 
then we cannot have m > 5: otherwise p2...Pm > P2, 41 by Bonse’s inequality 
and as above n is relatively prime to some p? with 2 < j < m, contradicting 
the hypothesis. Thus m < 4 and n < pe = 121. Assuming that n > 49, we 
see that n cannot be relatively prime to 9,25,49 and so n is a multiple of 
3-5-7 = 105. Since n < 121, this yields n = 105. Conversely, the smallest 
odd composite number relatively prime to 105 is 121, so 105 is the solution of 
the problem. m 


Example 4.84. (Kolmogorov Cup) Find all odd primes p such that 1+k(p—1) 
is prime for all k € {1, 2, ..., z=}. 


Proof. One checks that p = 3 is a solution of the problem, so assume that 
p > 5. Suppose that q < = is a prime and that q does not divide p — 1. 
Then we can find k € {1,...,q} C {1,..., eS} such that q | 1+ k(p — 1), since 
the numbers p— 1, 2(p—1),..., @(p—1) give pairwise distinct remainders when 
divided by q. But then 1+ k(p — 1) is not prime, since it is divisible by q and 
greater than q. 

The previous paragraph shows that p — 1 must be a multiple of all primes 
not exceeding bo. Let pı = 2, p2 = 3,... be the sequence of primes and let m 
be the largest positive integer for which pm < p=, Then p1...Pm | p— 1 by 
the above discussion, hence 


p—12 pip2-.Pm- 
If m > 4 Bonse’s inequality yields 


p-1\? 
p- 1>phy> e7) ; 


which contradicts the assumption that p > 5. Thus m < 3 and since pt < 
Pm+1 we obtain p < 15. A tedious check shows that p = 3 and p = 7 are the 
solutions of the problem. O 
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4.4 Arithmetic functions 


4.4.1 Classical arithmetic functions 


We will discuss in this section a few properties of some classical arithmetic 
functions, such as the number of divisors of a given integer, its sum of divi- 
sors, the number of prime factors of that integer, Euler’s totient function, the 
Mobius function, etc. Before saying anything more about specific arithmetic 
functions, let us make clear what we mean by that: 


Definition 4.85. An arithmetic function is a map f : N > C defined on the 
set of positive integers, with complex values. 


Readers not confortable with complex numbers can very well assume that 
all arithmetic functions take real values (as will be the case in practice). Ac- 
tually, most of the time we will deal with integer-valued arithmetic functions, 
but it is useful to include more general functions as well (for instance, since 
we will often consider the quotient of two integer-valued arithmetic functions, 
or the square root of an arithmetic function). 

From time to time it is more convenient to think of an arithmetic function 
f is being defined on [1,00), by defining f(x) = f(|z|) for x > 1. We will 
always take this convention when writing f(x) for some x > 1 (not necessarily 
an integer) and some arithmetic function f. Note that we could have also 
included 0 in the domain or f, or allowed negative integers, etc. 

Let us give a few classical examples of arithmetic functions, which will also 
allow us to introduce notation that will be used from now on constantly when 
dealing with arithmetic functions. 


1. One of the most important arithmetic functions is Euler’s totient func- 
tion y, defined by letting y(n) be the number of integers between 1 and 
n (inclusive) that are relatively prime to n. This fundamental function 
will be studied in more detail later on in this section. For example, 
(12) = 4, since the numbers relatively prime to 12 between 1 and 12 
are 1,5, 7,11. 


2. We define the arithmetic function 7 by letting T(n) be the number of 
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positive divisors of n. For instance 7(12) = 6 since the divisors of 12 are 
1,2, 3, 4,6, 12. 


3. The function ø is defined by letting o(n) be the sum of the positive 
divisors of n. For example o(12) = 28. 


4. The functions w and Q are defined by: w(n) is the number of different 
prime factors of n (with the convention that w(1) = 0); Q(n) is the 
number of prime factors of n, counting multiplicities, and deciding that 
Q(1) = 0. In other words, if n = při... pts is the prime factorization of 
n, then 

w(n) =s, Q(n)= ki +... + ks. 


For instance w(12) = 2 and Q(12) = 3, since the prime factors of 12 are 
2 (with multiplicity 2) and 3 (with multiplicity 1). Note the very useful 
identity 

Q(ab) = Q(a) + Q(6) 
which holds for any integers a,b > 1. On the other hand, the equality 


w(ab) = w(a) + w(b) does not hold in general, but it does hold when a 
and b are relatively prime. 


5. One of the most important arithmetic functions is 7, that counts primes 
not exceeding n, in other words 


n(n) = 5X1 


pín 
is the number of primes between 2 and n. 


6. A very important function (studied in more detail in a later section) is 
the Möbius function u. This has a rather exotic definition: (1) = 1, 
u(n) = 0 if n is not squarefree (i.e. if there is a prime p such that p? | n) 
and u(pıp2...pk) = (—1)* for distinct prime numbers pı, ..., py. In other 
words 


u(n) = (-1)"™ if w(n) =Q(n), u(n)=0 otherwise. 
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For any prime p one can define an arithmetic function vp by letting vp(n) 
be the exponent of p in the prime factorization of n. These functions 
play a key role in the study of primes and congruences, and chapter 5 
will be devoted to them. 


. For each k > 2, define a function rẹ by setting r(n) to be the number 


of k-tuples of integers (x1,...,2%) such that n = z? +...+ 2%. These 
functions also play a very important role in arithmetic, and we will find 
later on an explicit formula for ro(n). Finding r3(n) is a much more 
difficult problem. 


. If f is an arithmetic function, one can create two new arithmetic func- 


tions by setting 


n 
F(n)=}_ f(k), Gn) =>) f(d). 
k=1 d|n 
Many difficult problems and theorems in analytic number theory are 
concerned with the behavior of the functions F and G when f is one of 
the functions introduced above. 


More generally, if f and g are arithmetic functions, we can define a new 
arithmetic function f * g (called the convolution product of f and g) by 


n 
fx a(n) =D f (4), 
d|n 
the sum being taken over the positive divisors d of n. For instance 
T = 1 * 1, where 1 is the arithmetic function sending every n to 1, and 
o = 1 xid where id is the identity function, sending every n to n. We 
leave it to the reader to check that fxg = g* f and (f*g)*h = fx*(g*h) 
for any arithmetic functions f,g,h. 


Before moving on to more theoretical results, let us discuss a few problems 
that involve some of the previously introduced functions. The simple obser- 
vation that when d runs over the positive divisors of n, so does Ẹ is a source 
of many identities in number theory. We invoke this very simple but rather 
useful observation to give a few more practical examples. 
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Example 4.86. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


i=”. 
d|n 


Proof. If 1 = dı < d2 < ... < dk = n are the positive divisors of n, then so are 
T < i Sees T- Hence did, = d2dk-1 =... = dkdı = n, and multiplying 
these equalities yields 


(dıd2...dp)? = nk = nr), 
The result follows, since Hamn d = dıd2...dk. o 


Example 4.87. Show that if n + 1 is a multiple of 24, then o(n) is a multiple 
of 24. 


Proof. First, we observe that n is not a square, since otherwise n + 1 would 
not even be a multiple of 3. Thus the positive divisors of n can be partitioned 
into pairs (a,b), with ab = n. Since o(n) is the sum of the elements of these 
pairs, it is enough to prove that a + b = 0 (mod 24) whenever ab = n. Now, 
ab = —1 (mod 24), hence a and b are odd and relatively prime to 3. But if 
zx is an odd integer relatively prime to 3, we have z? = 1 (mod 24). Indeed, 


r? = 1 (mod 8) is immediate and z? = 1 (mod 8) is classical. Thus ab = —1 
(mod 24) implies a = ab? = —b (mod 24), which is the desired result a+b = 0 
(mod 24). oO 


Example 4.88. (IMO 2002) Let n > 2 be a positive integer with divisors 
1 = dı < d2 < ... < dk = n. Prove that djdo + d2d3 + ... + dk-ıdķk is less 


than n?, and determine when it is a divisor of n?. 


Proof. Since d; - dx41-; =, we can write 


nn n n n n 


dıdz + dgd3 + see + dk—ıdk = Aedes + kada + aa 


It suffices therefore to prove that 


1 1 


— + — 4+...+ —— <l. 
dıd2 d2d3 dk—-ıdk 
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However, we have d; > i, since the sequence dj,...,d, is strictly increasing. 
Hence 


EE EE Sees EE E T 
dıd2 dəd3 B dk-ıdy 7 1.2 2.3 B (k—1)k 
1 1 1 1 1 1 
=l]-—--+--——+4+...4+—- -=1--<1. 

ae ae maa re Eo 


Now, suppose that S = didz +... + dk-ıdp divides n? and observe that 


n? n? n 


perae ee 
S — dk-ıdk dk-ı 


= də. 

Now by definition dz is the smallest prime divisor of n, which is also the 
smallest prime divisor of n?. On the other hand, the above inequality shows 
that ne is a proper divisor of n? which does not exceed dz. It follows that 
y = dz and S = dķk—ıdọk, that is k = 2. Hence n = dz is a prime. Conversely, 
if n is a prime, then S = n divides n?. Thus S divides n? if and only if n is a 
prime number. O 


The next problems are related to the function 2. 


Example 4.89. (China TST 2013) For a positive integer N > 1 with prime 
factorization N = p{'p5?---p,*, we define O(N) = a1 +a2+---+ ax. Let 
41,42, . . . , an be positive integers and let f(x) = (x + a1)(x + a2) --- (£ + an). 
Prove that if Q(f(k)) is even for all positive integers k, then n is even. 


Proof. Since Q(ab) = Q(a) + Q(b) for all integers a,b > 1, it follows from the 
hypothesis of the problem that 2(f(z1)...f(x%)) is even for all positive integers 
T1,- Zk. One easily checks that 


n 


f0)-[L fe +2)=2"-[[a+u? [| (taj +2)? 
i=1 


i=1 1<i<j<n 


We deduce that Q(2”) = n is even. o 
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Example 4.90. (Romanian Masters in Mathematics 2011) Given a positive 
s 


integer n with prime factorization n = [| pẹ“, let A(n) = (—1)%1t-=+2s. Prove 
i=1 
that: 
a) There are infinitely many positive integers n such that 


A(n) = A(n+ 1) = 1. 
b) For infinitely many n we have A(n) = A(n + 1) = —1. 


Proof. We start by observing that (mn) = A(m)- A(n) for all positive integers 
m,n, and that A(n?) = 1 for any positive integer n. 

a) Note that (9) = A(10) = 1, so there are certainly positive integers n 
such that A(n) = A(n+1) = 1. Assume that there are only finitely many such 
n, so there is N > 1 such that if n > N then one of the numbers A(n) and 
A(n + 1) is different from 1. If a > N +1, then A(a? — 1) cannot be 1, since 
d(a*) = 1. Thus \(a? — 1) = —1 and so A(a—1)+A(a+1) =0 fora > N +1. 
In particular \(a) = —A(a + 2) = A(a +4) fora > N+1. Ife > N +1, we 
deduce that 


1 = A(4x?) = (4a? + 4) = ... = A(42? + 42) = A((2z + 1)? — 1) = —1, 


a contradiction. 

b) It is again not difficult to find explicitly one such n, since (2) = A(3) = 
—1. Assume that there are only finitely many such n, thus there is N > 1 such 
that for n > N at least one of the numbers A(n) and A(n +1) is not —1. Take 
k > N +1 such that \(2k + 1) = —1, for instance k = bt with p > 2N +3 
a prime. Then (2k) = 1 and so A(k) = —1. But then \(k + 1) = 1 and so 
A(2k + 2) = —1 = A(2k + 1), a contradiction. O 


Remark 4.91. The problem can be also easily solved using the Pell equation. 
The equation z? — 6y? = 1 solves part a): if (x, y) is a solution of the equation, 
then clearly 

1 = A(z?) = A(6y*) = A(x? — 1). 


For the second part, we use the equation 3z2—2y? = 1, which also has infinitely 
many solutions. 
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Example 4.92. (IMO Shortlist 2009) A positive integer N is called balanced if 
N = 1 orif N can be written as a product of an even number of not necessarily 
distinct primes. Let a,b be positive integers and let P(x) = (x +.a)(x + b) for 
each positive integer z. 

(a) Prove that there exist distinct positive integers a and b such that all 
numbers P(1), P(2),..., P(50) are balanced. 

(b) Prove that if P(n) is balanced for all positive integers n, then a = b. 


Proof. Let Q(n) be the number of prime divisors of n, counted with multiplic- 
ities. Then n is balanced if and only if Q(n) is even. We have already seen 
that Q(ab) = Q(a) + Q(b) for all positive integers a,b. Thus, Q(a) and Q(b) 
have the same parity if and only if ab is balanced. 

a) Our aim is to prove the existence of a, b such that Q(a +i) and Q(b +i) 
have the same parity for all 1 < 7 < 50. This is a simple application of 
the pigeonhole principle: for each positive integer a consider the sequence 
(x1(a),...,250(a)), where z;(a) is the remainder of Q(a + i) when divided by 
2. Since there are infinitely many positive integers and only finitely many 
sequences of length 50 with entries in {0,1}, two positive integers a,b will 
have the same associated sequence. This is just another way of saying that 
Q(a +i) and Q(b + i) have the same parity for all 1 < i < 50, so we are done. 

b) Suppose that a # b and, without loss of generality, that a < b. By 
assumption Q(n+a) = Q(n+b) (mod 2) for all n > 1, thus Q(k) = O(k+b—a) 
(mod 2) for all k > 1. It follows that N(k) = Q(k + j(b — a)) (mod 2) for all 
k,7 > 1. In particular 


0(b(b—a)) = 2(b(b—a) + b(b—a)) = 2(26(b—a)) = 14 A(b(b—a)) (mod 2), 


which is certainly absurd. O 


4.4.2 Multiplicative functions 


A very important class of arithmetic functions is that of multiplicative 
(respectively totally multiplicative) functions, which we define as follows: 


Definition 4.93. An arithmetic function f is called multiplicative (respec- 
tively totally multiplicative) if f(mn) = f(m)f(n) for all relatively prime 
positive integers m,n (respectively for all positive integers m, n). 
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Let us make a few simple remarks about multiplicative functions. First, 
note that any totally multiplicative function is multiplicative, but the converse 
is false. Also, note that if f is a multiplicative function, then 


Fn) = f(r 1) = fA) 


for all positive integers n, thus either f vanishes identically or f(1) = 1. Thus 
all interesting multiplicative functions f satisfy f(1) = 1. Secondly, if f is a 
multiplicative function, then f is uniquely determined by its values on prime 
powers, since any positive integer can be written as a product of powers of 
primes, and 
f(pp pk) = f(ot)...f ok) 

for all pairwise distinct primes p1, ..., Pn and all nonnegative integers ky, ..., kn. 
A very useful consequence of this observation is that if we are asked to prove 
that two multiplicative functions f,g are equal, then it suffices to check that 
they agree on prime powers (which is usually much easier to check in practice!). 

Many important arithmetic functions are multiplicative. The next simple 
theorem establishes the multiplicative character of the functions 7 and ø, by 
giving explicit formulae for T(n) and o(n) in terms of the prime factorization 
of n. These formulae are very important when dealing with these functions. 


Theorem 4.94. If n = pf" p5?...p%™ is the prime factorization of n > 1, then 


T(n) = (a1 + 1)(a2g + 1)...(am + 1) 


ana m &œ&ı+1 +1 
a py 1 prea 


i=1 


Proof. The fundamental theorem of arithmetic allows us to describe all positive 
divisors of n = p''p5?...pem. Namely, they are exactly all numbers pe 1 pêr 
for some fı € {0,1,...,a1},..., Bm E {0,1,...,@m} (and two such divisors are 
equal if and only if the corresponding m-tuples (61, ..., 8m) and (61, ..., Bln) are 
equal). Since £; can take a; + 1 possible values, the formula for T(n) is clear. 
For a(n) we obtain 


a(n) = 5 > Bs y pe...pom 


0<fi<a01 0<fo<a2 0<Bm<am 
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(5 8)-( g) 
0<fi<a1 0<Bm<am 


and the result follows using the identity 
n+l _ 1 
tia ee Se o 
r-i 
The next problems illustrate the use of the previous explicit formulae for 
the 7 function. 


Example 4.95. Prove that T(n) is odd if and only if n is a perfect square. 
Proof. If n = pi" ...p}" is the prime factorization of n, then 
T(n) = (a1 + 1)(a2 + 1)... (ag +1) 


is odd if and only if each factor a; + 1 is odd, that is if and only if each a; is 
even. This is of course equivalent to n being a square. E 


Example 4.96. (Belarus 1999) Let a,b be positive integers such that the prod- 
uct of all positive divisors of a equals the product of all positive divisors of b. 
Prove that a = b. 


Proof. By assumption and example 4.86 we have a7) = b7®), This immedi- 
ately implies that a and b have the same prime factors, call them pı, ...,p,. Let 
a = p;'...p,* and b = pi...p{* for some positive integers 21, ..., £k, Y1,- Yk- 
The equality a™(@) = b7@) forces ziT(a) = yiT(b) for all i. Let 


ee ee eee eee 
= drla) r) ont” = ged(r(a), 7)’ 


so that gcd(u,v) = 1 and uz; = vy;. We deduce that y; = uz; and x; = vz; 
for some positive integers z;. Thus 


a= (pi. p)", b= (p.p). 
Clearly, if u > v then 


T(a) = (1 + uz1)...(1 + uzg) > (1 ++ v21)...(1 + vzg) = T(b) 
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and so a7(%) > p7(), Similarly we cannot have u < v, thus u = v, z; = y; for 
all 7 and finally a = b. O 


Example 4.97. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


r((n—1)!) > — 


Proof. If n is a prime, then n and (n — 1)! are relatively prime and so the 
proposed inequality is an equality. Assume from now on that n is composite 


and write 
ak 


n = pi -Ph 


for its prime factorization (note that p; < n for all i). Write 
(n- 1)! = pèt.. pt -q ads; 


where q; are the primes not exceeding n — 1 and not belonging to {p1,..., Pk}. 


Then : 
T(n!) ai +bi +1 
T((n— 1)!) -jen b; +1 = (0+ bi =). 


We need to prove that this expression is < 2. Note that since p; | n, the 
numbers pi, 2Pi, ..., (2 — 1) pi appear in the product defining (n — 1)!, thus 


Letting x; = pj", we have x; > 2 for all i, n = £1...£ẹ and z1, ..., £4 are pairwise 
distinct integers. Moreover, we clearly have 


= pi- pti) > pi: 2%) > apy. 


It is thus sufficient to prove that 


k 

(+Ë) <2 
7 n 

i=1 
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This is clear if k = 1. For k > 2 it follows by an easily noting that the 
inequality 
(1+2) (1+2) men ee 
n n n 


rearranges to i+ z +H < 1. Since for k > 2, we have zı > 2, xo > 3, 


and n > 6, this inequality holds for x and y any nonempty product of z;’s. 
Iterating this gives 


k . 
T] (1+ =) <1+ 7 "8-2 o 
n n 


i=1 
Example 4.98. (China TST 2015) For n > 1 define 


f(n) = T(n!) — r((n = 1)!). 


Prove that there are infinitely many composite numbers n such that for all 
1 <m <n we have f(m) < f(n). 


Proof. We try some of the simplest possible composite numbers, namely n = 
2p with p > 2 a prime. We will prove that they are all solutions of the problem. 
Let us compute first f (2p) = T((2p)!) — T((2p — 1)!). Note that (2p — 1)! is 
divisible by p exactly once, so we can write (2p — 1)! = px with z relatively 
prime to p. Then (2p)! = 2p?z and so 


f (2p) = 7(2p’x) — r (px) = r(p*)r(2x) — 7(p)7(a) > 3r(x) — 27(x) = 1(2), 


the inequality being a consequence of the fact that 7(2x) > r(x). It is thus 
enough to prove that for each m € {2,3,...,2p — 1} we have f(m) < T(x). By 
example 4.97 we know that 


T(m!) — r((2p—1)!) _ 7(pz) 
TS sg a 


thus we are done. o 
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We will give now another argument for the multiplicative character of the 
functions 7 and øg, since this argument applies in many other situations. Note 


that 
= 5 1, o(n)= Sod 


d|n d\n 
and that the constant function 1 and the identity function are obviously mul- 
tiplicative. The next theorem immediately implies that 7 and o are multi- 
plicative. Before stating this theorem, we recall that if f,g are arithmetic 
functions, the convolution product f g of f and g is defined by 


(fF 9)(n) = rda (5). 
d|n 
Theorem 4.99. The convolution product of two multiplicative functions is a 
multiplicative function. In particular, if f is multiplicative, then the function 
F defined by 
= f(d) 
d|n 
is also multiplicative. 


Proof. Suppose that f and g are multiplicative and let m, n be relatively prime 
positive integers. Then each positive divisor d of mn can be uniquely written 
d = d,d2, with d,,d2 positive divisors of m and n respectively. This follows 
easily from the fundamental theorem of arithmetic and from Gauss’ lemma. 
Hence we can write 


fxg(mn)= >> Fld (= =) = >, fdd) (z. z) ; 


dmn di|m,d2|n 


Now, note that since gcd(m,n) = 1, we also have 


gcd(dı, d2) = 1 and ged & ii +) = 1. 


Thus using the fact that f and g are multiplicative we obtain 


fxg(mn)= E HaT) (E) 


dı|m,d2|n 
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= ¥ Hao (F) Eras (Z) = 4*9): fx a(n), 


di|m 


proving that f * g is multiplicative. O 
Example 4.100. (Liouville’s theorem) Prove that for all positive integers n, 
2 
X r(d) = y+ rd}. 
d|n d\n 


Proof. Both sides are multiplicative functions of n by the previous theorem, 
hence it suffices to prove the equality when n is a power of a prime p, say 
n = pë. Then 


gt E AEDES) 
SO a 


d\n j=0 j=1 
and ui 
+ 2 2 
3 3 _ (k+1) (k + 2) 
d|n j=l 
The result follows. o 


We end this section with some miscellaneous problems in which the concept 
of multiplicative function plays a crucial role. 


Example 4.101. (Balkan Mathematical Olympiad 1991) Prove that there is no 
bijection f : N > {0,1,2,...} such that for all m,n € N 


f(mn) = f(m) + f(n) + 3f(m)f(n). 


Proof. Assuming that such a bijection f exists, define g(n) = 3f(n) +1 and 
let S be the set of positive integers congruent to 1 mod 3. Then g: N > S 
is a bijection such that g(mn) = g(m)g(n) for any m,n € N, ie. g is totally 
multiplicative, in particular g(1) = 1. Let p,q,r E€ N be such that g(p) = 4, 
9(q) = 10 and g(r) = 25. Since any of the numbers 4, 10 and 25 is not a product 
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of two numbers from the set S \ {1} and since g is totally multiplicative, it 
follows that p, q and r are distinct prime numbers. On the other hand, 


g(pr) = 9(p)g(r) = 10° = 9°(q) = g(a”) 
and so pr = q?, a contradiction. o 


Example 4.102. (Turkey 1995) Find all surjective functions f : N —> N such 
that for all m,n € N we have m | n if and only if f(m) | f(n). 


Proof. Note that f is injective, since f(m) = f(n) forces m | n and n | m, 
thus m = n. Next, f(1) | f(n) for all n > 1 and since there is n such that 
f(n) = 1, we deduce that f(1) = 1. 

Let m,n be relatively prime positive integers. Then f(m) and f(n) are 
relatively prime: if they had a common divisor d > 1, then d = f(k) for 
some k > 1 and then k divides both m and n, a contradiction. Next, since 
f(m) and f(n) both divide f(mn), we deduce that f(m)f(n) | f(mn). On 
the other hand, f(m)f(n) = f(c) for some c > 1, and c is a multiple of m and 
n, thus a multiple of mn. But f(c) | f(mn), thus c| mn and finally c = mn. 
In other words, f(mn) = f(m)f(n) when m,n are relatively prime and so if 
n = pj?...p* is the prime factorization of n, then 


f(n) = f(pf).--F (pF). 


It remains thus to understand f(p*) when p is a prime and k > 1. Note 
that f(p) > 1 = f(1), since f is injective, and f(p) has no proper divisor: 
if d was such a divisor, then d = f(c) and c would be a proper divisor of p, 
impossible. Thus f(p) is also a prime. Conversely, if f(n) is a prime for some 
n, then n is a prime (same argument as above). Thus the restriction of f to 
the set of prime numbers is a permutation of this set. 

Finally, we will prove that f(p*) = f(p)* for any prime p and any k > 1, 
by induction on k. Assume that f(p’) = f(p)? for 1 < j < k—1. Then f(p*) 
is divisible by f(p)*~! and its divisors are precisely f(c) with c | p*, that 
is the numbers 1, f(p),..., f(p)*!, f(p"). We deduce from this that f(p*) = 
f(p)*-1 - f(p) = f(p)* and the inductive step is finished. 
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The previous discussion shows that there is a permutation (ap), of the set 
of prime numbers such that 


Fn) = TT ape. 
pin 


Conversely, it is clear that any such function is a solution of the problem. O 


Example 4.103. (IMO Shortlist 1996) Find a bijection f: {0,1,2,...} > 
{0,1,2,...} that satisfies 


f(8mn + m+n) = 4f(m)f(n) + f(m) + f(n) 
for all m,n > 0. 


Proof. Note that the condition can be written 
f a +1)(8n +1) - =) _ (4f(m) + 1)(4f(n) +1) -1 
3 = 4 


Letting A = {3k+1|k > 0}, the previous relation suggests defining a function 
h : A > {1,2,...} by 


haa (=>) 4a. 


The problem is then equivalent to constructing a bijection h between A and 
the set B = {4k + 1| k > 0} such that h(mn) = h(m)h(n) for all m,n € A. 

We set h(1) = 1 and consider the set U of all primes of form 3k — 1, the 
set V of all primes of form 3k + 1, the set X of all primes of form 4k — 1 and 
finally the set Y of all primes of form 4k + 1. By Dirichlet’s theorem each 
of the sets U, V, X,Y is infinite. (An elementary proof of this for U and X 
was given in example 4.56. For V and Y an elementary proof will be given in 
example 5.31.) Thus we can construct a bijection hı between U and X and 
a bijection hz between V and Y (to do so, enumerate in increasing order the 
elements uj < ug <... and z1 < rq < ... Of U, respectively X, and map u to 
T1, Ug to X9,...). If n € A and 


k 


l 
n= [[ «7 . II? 
i=l 


i=1 
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is the prime factorization of n, define 
h(n) = i hi (uy) TI halv)”. 
i=1 


Note that h(n) € B, since J$; a; is even (because n = 1 (mod 3) and u; = —1 
(mod 3), while v; = 1 (mod 3)) and hı(u;) = —1 (mod 4), while ha(v;) = 1 
(mod 4) for all i. One can construct an inverse h! of h using the inverses 
of hı and h2 on X and Y, using exactly the same recipe and arguments as 
above. O 


Example 4.104. (IMO 1998) Consider all functions f : N —> N such that 


f(r? f(m)) = mf(n)? 
for all m,n € N. Find the least possible value of f (1998). 


Proof. Let f be such a function and define a = f(1). Since f(f(m)) = am 
and f(an?) = f(n)? for all m,n (set n = 1 and m = 1 in the given relation), 
we obtain 


FMP EN)? = f(m)? flan?) = f(m f(f(an?))) = f(m?a*n?) = f(amn)?, 


ie. f(m)f(n) = f(amn). In particular, f(am) = af(m) and therefore 


af(mn) = f(m)f(n). 


An immediate induction then shows that f(n)* = a*-!f(n*) for all k, thus 
ak-1 | f(n)* for all k. If p is a prime factor of a and if a, 8 are the exponents 
of p in the prime factorization of a, respectively f(n), we obtain (k—1l)a < kB 
for all k > 1, thus a < £. It follows that a divides f(n) for all n € N, hence 
the function 


g:NON, g(n)= fe) 
is well-defined and satisfies 


g(mn) = g(m)g(n) and g(g(m)) =m 
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for all m,n € N. In particular, g is bijective, and moreover g maps prime 
numbers to prime numbers. Indeed, if p is a prime and g(p) = ab for some 
integers a,b > 1, then p = g(g(p)) = g(a)g(b), thus g(a) = 1 = g(1) or 
g(b) = 1 = g(1), contradicting the injectivity of g. Letting P be the set of 
prime numbers, we obtain that g : P — P is an involution, i.e. g(g(p)) = p. 
Conversely, given an involution g of P and a € N, one obtains a map f as in 
the statement of the problem by defining f(n) = ag(n), where g(1) = 1 and 


k 
g(r) = |] g(pi)™ 
i=1 


if n = []Ż; p“ is the prime factorization of n > 1. 
Finally, observe that since g(2), g(3) and g(37) are different prime numbers, 
we have 
9(2)9(3)°9(37) > 3 - 2? - 5 = 120, 


henc 
— f(1998) = f (2 - 3? - 37) = f (1)g(2)g(3)°g(37) > 120. 


In order to see that this lower bound is attained, set 
a = f(1) = 1, g(2) = 3, g(3) = 2, g(5) = 37, g(37) = 5 


and g(p) = p for all prime numbers p # 2,3,5,37. Then g(g(p)) = p for 
all p € P and as we said above these data determine uniquely a function 
f: N — N with the desired properties. Thus the answer of the problem is 
120. O 


4.4.3 Euler’s phi function 


In this section we study in more detail the fundamental totient function 
g: N >N. Recall that y(n) is the number of integers between 1 and n 
(inclusive) that are relatively prime to n. The map ọ is called Euler’s totient 
function or Euler’s phi function, while an integer a € {1,2,...,n} which is 
relatively prime to n is called a totative of n. 

Clearly y(1) = 1 and y(p) = p—1 for any prime p, since the totatives of p 
are 1,2,...,9—1. More generally, if n > 1 and p is a prime, then the totatives 


4.4. Arithmetic functions 195 


of p” are the numbers in {1, 2, ..., p” } which are not divisible by p. Since there 
are p”! multiples of p in {1,2,...,p"}, it follows that 


= = 1 
plp”) = p" — p” t= p” 'g-1) =P (1-2). 


We will now explain how to find a closed formula for y(n), using a combinato- 
rial argument based on the following very useful result (we denote by |A| the 
number of elements of a finite set A). 


Proposition 4.105. (inclusion-ezrclusion principle) For any family of finite 
subsets Aj,..., Ak of a set X we have 


k 


U 


i=1 


k 
Al =o Als D AUA +... + (1A... A]: 


1<i<j<k 


Proof. If B C X is a subset and x € X, let lzegp be equal tol if z € B 
and 0 otherwise. Then clearly |B| = Ðzex lees if B C X is finite and 
lpeBin...nBg = leeB, ' +» leeB, for all subsets B, Bı, ..., Ba of X. Let R be 
the right-hand side of the equality we want to establish. Then using the above 
observations we obtain 


R= 5 - lreA; — `X lzed; à lre; +... + ED isi tae? teen . 


rex i<j 


Using the identity 


k 
Xz — So zizj+.. .+(— rs 1 1... = 1 — (1 — z1)...(1 — ze) 
i=1 i<j 
we obtain 


k 
RSS (1- TIa- tse); 


rex i=1 
On the other hand, it is clear that for all x € X we have 


k 


2 [a =~ lze4;) = Lee Ayu...UAg> 
i=1 
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thus 


R= 5 IgeAyu...uA, = |41 U...U Apl, 
rex 


as needed. o 


We are now ready to prove the following crucial theorem. 


Theorem 4.106. For all n > 1 we have 


vo)=n-TI(1-5), 


the product being taken over all prime divisors p of n, without multiplicities. 
Thus, if n = pi ...p}" is the prime factorization of n, then 


y(n) = pop! (pr —1)...(p_ — 1). 


Proof. Let n > 1 and let n = p{?...py* be the prime factorization of n. Then 
an integer a € {1,2,...,n} is a totative of n if and only if a is not divisible by 
any of the numbers 7),...,p,. Equivalently, if A; is the set of multiples of p; 
among 1, 2,...,n, then the set of totatives of n is precisely the complement of 


Uk, Ai. It follows that 
k 


y(n) =n — 


i=1 
We use the inclusion-exclusion principle to evaluate (0a Ail. For this, we 
need to evaluate the number of elements of A; N... N Ai for alll <r<k 
and all 1 < i1 < ... < ip < k. Fortunately, this is fairly easy, since A; N 
... Aj, consists of those a € {1,2,...,n} which are multiples of pj,,..., pi, Or 
equivalently multiples of Pi; pi,...pi,. Thus 

n 


Piz -Pir d 


|Ai, Nee A Ail = 


We conclude that 


ee at Se D : += (1-2); 


izi Pi 1<icj<k PiPi i=1 


which finishes the proof of theorem 4.106. o | 
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For instance, since 1000 = 2353, we obtain 
(1000) = 27(2 — 1)5?(5 — 1) = 400 
and similarly 2016 = 2° - 32 . 7, hence 
(2016) = 24 - 3 - (2 — 1)(3 — 1)(7 — 1) = 576. 


Example 4.107. (Komal A 240) Prove that for all m,n > 1 


Proof. Let pı, ..., Ps be the prime factors of m, without counting multiplicities. 
The inequality is equivalent to 


1 1 rJ 
T` » LZ ba g’ 
1 1- Pi 1<k<n k k=1 k 
gcd(k,m)=1 


s 


v 


or 


£ l1 1 ) Doi 
I]j1+-—44+-]. SS D 
i=1 ( Pi Pi Iken K aF 

gcd(k,m)=1 
Expanding brutally the expression in the left-hand side, we obtain an infinite 
sum, among whose terms we have all 


1 
př! e pke r 
with k; > 0 and 1 < r < n, gcd(r,m) = 1. Since any number k between 1 
and n can be written k = pi! Eart ks -r with k; and r as above, the result 
follows. 0 


Here is another example of a nice use of the inclusion-exclusion principle. 
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Example 4.108. (Putnam 2015) Let q be an odd positive integer, and let Ng 
be the number of integers a such that 0 < a < q/4 and gcd(a,q) = 1. Prove 
that Ng is odd if and only if q is of the form pë with k a positive integer and 


p a prime congruent to 5 or 7 modulo 8. 


Proof. Let pı, ..., Pn be the prime divisors of q (without counting multiplici- 


ties). If A; is the set of multiples of p; between 0 and 4, then 


Ng =|4| -1u n Ai = [4] - Dla + + (-1)"]Ar N -A Anl 


n 
= H + \o|Ai] +. +A N.N An] (mod 2). 

i=1 

Note that for all i1, ..., ig we have 
q 

TETEE 

| ’ | Api, -Pip 
Thus 


wo [fl +Z lel ++ Lata] me 


We observe next that if a,b are odd integers, then 


allg] ome 


Indeed, writing a = 4q + r and b = 4q' + r' with r,r’ € {1,3}, we have 


b / / 
ka = 4qq' + qr’ +qr+ =| =q+q + ka (mod 2) 


and it is immediate to check that kal is even, yielding the claim. 
We conclude that 


t. i 
N= hedi] 5 a | (mod 2). 


i=1 Pi P1---Pn 
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If n > 1 then gm is the square of an odd integer and we deduce 
immediately that N4 is even. Assume now that n = 1, so that q = pf for 
some k > 1. Then N, is odd if and only if Š] = ie is odd. A simple 
inspection shows that this happens precisely when p = 5,7 (mod 8). O 


The fundamental theorem of arithmetic combined with the formula for 
(n) established in the previous theorem immediately yield the following re- 
sult. 


Corollary 4.109. p is a multiplicative function, that is p(mn) = y(m)y(n) 
for all relatively prime positive integers m,n. 


Also note another immediate consequence of the previous theorem. 
Corollary 4.110. If a,b are positive integers and a | b, then y(a) | y(b). 


We end this theoretical part with an important theorem of Gauss. The 
proof uses the following simple but important observation. 


Proposition 4.111. For each positive divisor d of n there are precisely y(5) 
integers k € {1,2,...,n} for which ged(k,n) = d. 


Proof. We have gcd(n,k) = d if and only if k = du, with u € {1,2,..., 5} 
relatively prime to 4. The result follows. Oo 


Theorem 4.112. (Gauss) For all positive integers n we have 


X` gld) =n. 


d|n 


Proof. For each k € {1,2,...,n}, gcd(k, n) is a positive divisor of n and by the 
previous proposition each divisor d of n is equal to gcd(k, n) for precisely y(5) 
integers k € {1,2,...,n}. We deduce that 


=o. 


d|n 
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When d runs over all positive divisors of n, so does 7. Thus 

Ye (F) =Z 

d|n d|n 

and the result follows. o 


Example 4.113. Prove that 


nin+1 
Deo [5] = 
Proof. Since |%| is the number of multiples of d in {1, 2, ..., n} we obtain 


Loji -Er E 1E E vo. 


1<k<n k=11<d<n 
djk djk 


J y(d)=k 


1<d<n 
d|k 


for all 1 < k < n and the result follows from 
n(n + 1) 
gt 


Example 4.114. (AMM E 3106) For n > 1 let S(n) be the set of positive 
integers k for which the fractional part of Ẹ is at least i, Prove that 


5 ylk) = n?. 


keS(n) 


By Gauss’ theorem 


14+2+..+n= o 


Proof. The key observation is that for any k > 1 we have |22| —2 |7] € {0,1 
k k 


and ka — 2|] = 1 if and only if k € S(n). This follows directly from the 
identity 


[2x] -2 |x] = |2{x}], 
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where {x} = x — |z] is the fractional part of x. We deduce that 
2n 2n 2n 
2n n 2n n 
D e= Yom (|F] -2[F1) = Yow |F]-2 40 [3]. 
keS(n) k=l k=l kal 
Since |%| = 0 for k € {n+1,...,2n} and since (by the previous example) 
N(N +1) 


N 
N 
Dew |F] = 
= k 2 
we deduce that 


5 p(k) = AEREI prin +1) _ 2. o 
keS(n) 

Example 4.115. (China TST 2014) If n > 1, let f(n) be the number of ways of 

factoring n into a product of integers greater than 1 (the order of factors does 

not count). For instance f(12) = 4 since the corresponding factorizations are 

12,2-6,3-4,2-2-3. Prove that for any n > 1 and any prime divisor p of n 

we have f(n) < A 


Proof. We prove this by strong induction, the base case being clear. Assume 
now that if holds for all numbers less than n and let us prove it for n. Let p 
be the largest prime divisor of n. Clearly it suffices to prove that f(n) < P 
If n = 2£12%...2% is a factorization of n into a product of integers greater 
than 1, then some zq; is divisible by p, say z; = pd for some d. Then d | P 
and jd = T1...Li—1Zi+1-.-£k is a factorization of fa into a product of integers 


greater than 1. Since there are at most f (4) such factorizations, we obtain 


By the inductive hypothesis for each k < n we have f(k) < PA , where P(k) 
is the largest prime factor of k. We have P < (k), since 


P(k) 


* W0-5)2 Wa) = Fm 


plk TA 
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Thus 


p 


sgg- 


where the last equality follows from Gauss’ theorem. 
This finishes the proof. O 


The previous results are of fundamental importance, and it is crucial to 
get familiar with them in order to understand some of the deeper theorems 
to come. We will therefore illustrate these theoretical results with quite a few 
examples. 


Example 4.116. Find all positive integers n for which y(2?” — 1) = y(22"). 


Proof. Let Fk = 22" +1 be the kth Fermat number. Since the Fermat numbers 
are pairwise relatively prime and 


2 = ee h- By cae Faa, 


we can write the equation as 


n-1 


[I oF) = 27t, 


i=0 


thanks to the multiplicative character of Euler’s function. If n > 6, we deduce 
that (F5) is a power of 2. Since 641 | Fs (see example 2.12), 640 divides (F5) 
and (F5) is not a power of 2. Thus any solution satisfies n < 5. Conversely, 
if n < 5, then F; is a prime for i < n — 1, hence 


n—1 n-1 


TI oF) = [= 1) sree = 2h 
i=0 i=0 
Thus the answer is n = 1,2, 3,4, 5. o 


Example 4.117. Prove that for all integers n > 1 one can find integers x for 
which y(x) = nl. 
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Proof. We will choose x having the same set of prime divisors as n!. In this 
case the equation becomes 


2-[] (1-3) =n 


pin! 


and is equivalent to 


n! n! 
z£ 
( 


— D2 a 


7 Ipin! (1 2 1) H Mpm — 1) 


It is apparent that this x really has the same set of prime factors as n!, hence 
it is a solution of the problem. o 


Example 4.118. (USA TST 2015) Let y(n) denote the number of positive 
integers less than n that are relatively prime to n. Prove that there exists a 
positive integer m for which the equation y(n) = m has at least 2015 solutions 
in n. 


Proof. Let pı, p2,... be the increasing sequence of primes and fix a positive 
integer k. Define 


1 
N = pıp2...pk and u=N(1-—), 1<i<k. 


We claim that y(z;) = y(N) for 1 < i < k (thus taking k = 2015 solves 
the problem). Indeed, since all prime factors of p; — 1 are among p1, ..-, Pi—1, 
it follows that the prime factors of x; are exactly p1, ..., Di-1, Pi+1, ---Dk (each 
appearing with a certain multiplicity). Thus 


2-HH(-2) fi 


j=l Pj j=i+1 Pj 


Thus y(x;:) = (N), as needed. O 
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Remark 4.119. A theorem of Pillai shows that limn—oo fm) = 0, where f(n) 
is the number of z € {1,2,...,n} that are also in the image of Euler’s totient 
function. This immediately implies the result of the previous example, but the 
proof of Pillai’s theorem requires some delicate estimates for primes, which are 
totally avoided by the beautiful argument (due to Schinzel) explained in the 
previous proof. 


Example 4.120. Prove that for all n > 1 we have: 
a) a(n) < n(1 + logn); 
b) n? > a(n) - y(n) > $; 
c) y(n) > Togn’ 
Proof. Part c) follows directly by combining parts a) and b). 
a) When d runs over the positive divisors of n, so does 4, hence 


OEDD ED DH ESE 


d|n din djn 


Using the inequality 
we obtain 
a(n) L eek 
—— = ` =< = <1+logn. 
E < 1 +logn 


b) If n = pî” ...pp" is the prime factorization of n, with pı < po < ... < Pk 
then 


k k 
o(n) 1 1 1 n 
Y =J (+=. <M EM, 

n II Pi Bi ) il-4 gln) 


thus o(n)y(n) < n?. Next, 
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hence it suffices to prove that 
k 
1 1 
Thies 
2 
i=1 ( Pi 2 


This follows from Bernoulli’s inequality? and the inequality 


that has already been seen (see example 4.77). O 


Remark 4.121. With a lot more work, one can prove the existence of a constant 
c > 0 (which can be made explicit) such that for all n > 2 we have 

n 

On) ee log logn ` 

Example 4.122. (Romania TST 2014) Let n be a positive integer and let An 
(respectively Bn) be the set of integers k € {1,2,...,n} such that gcd(k, n) 
has an even (respectively odd) number of prime factors (without counting 
multiplicities). Prove that |An| = |B,| for n even and |An]| > |Bn| for n odd. 
Note: 1 has 0 prime factors. 


Proof. Let w(k) be the number of distinct prime factors of k. Then clearly 
w(xy) = w(x) + w(y) when g,y are relatively prime, thus x 4 (—1)* is 
multiplicative. Next, by definition 


n 
|Anl Eo |Br| = >, (-1)*ed)), 
k=1 


For each divisor d | n there are precisely y (4) integers k € {1,2,...,n} such 
that gcd(k,n) = d. Thus 


n 
|An| z |Bn| = S-11 (5) : 
d|n ` 


3This says that (1 — £1)(1 — x2)...(1 — £n) È 1 — (£1 + ... + £n) for all z1,..., £n € [0,1]. 
The proof is a simple induction on n, left to the reader. 
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In other words, the map n +> |A,| — |By| is the convolution product of two 
multiplicative functions n 4 (—1)"™ and n > y(n). Thus by theorem 4.99 
the function n +4 |A,,| — |Bp| is itself multiplicative, and so it suffices to know 
its values on prime powers. If n = p? with k > 1 and pa prime, it is clear that 


k 
|An| = |Bn| = So (-1)r edt) = 5X (-1) + 5 1 
j=l plj gcd(j,p)=1 
= apr +p" api se pe \(p _ 2). 


We conclude that for all n we have 


Aal- [Bal =n] (1-2) 


pln P 


and the result follows. oO 


4.4.4 The Möbius function and its applications 


In this section we discuss in more detail some basic properties of the Mobius 
function u. Recall that it is defined by u(1) = 1, u(n) = 0 whenever n is not 
squarefree (i.e. n is not a multiple of p? for any prime p) and u(n) = (—1)*™) 
when n is squarefree. Its key property is the following relation (the reader 
should be careful, the relation below only holds for n > 1, not for n = 1). 


Proposition 4.123. We have rai, (d) =0 forn > 1. 


Proof. Let n = pî" -...- p&re be the prime factorization of n. In the sum 
Yan (d), the only d’s giving nonzero contributions are 1, the prime factors 
of n, the products of two distinct prime factors of n,..., up to p1...Dm. Since 
there are (7) products of j distinct prime divisors of n, and each such product 


has contribution (—1)/, we obtain 
Vad) =1- a $ @ =i = @=1)" S06, 
an 1 2 


using the binomial theorem. The result follows. O 


4.4. Arithmetic functions 207 


An important consequence of the previous proposition is the famous 
Mobius inversion formula: 


Theorem 4.124. (Möbius inversion formula) If f(n) = Van 9(d) for all n, 
then 
g(n) = u (5) £@ 
d|n 


for all n. 
Proof. We compute 


a(S ) #@ = Zela ). X 9(e) = do gle) - >» (5). 


d|n eld eln eld|n 


On the other hand, writing d = ex, we have x | 3 and 5 = 4, thus by 
proposition 4.123 we have 


ORPA OR 


eld|n le 
unless e = n, in which case the sum is equal to 1. The result follows. O 


Remark 4.125. 1) There is also a multiplicative version of the Möbius inversion 
formula (proved in exactly the same way): if 


=[[9@ 
djn 


for all n, then 


gin) = J] A. 


d|n 


2) The same argument shows that if f,g are arithmetic functions related 


by 
g(r) = ru (5) #@) 


d|n 
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for all n, then 


f(n) =) ga) 


d|n 
for all n. In other words, the converse of the previous theorem holds. Indeed, 


we have LOES DIDIE ) f= Lire Dai ) 


d|n d|n eld eln eld|n 


> (5) =Dae) 


eld|n 2|2 


and 


equals 1 if e = n and 0 otherwise. 
3) Sometimes it can be useful to consider functions f,g which are only 
defined on the set of positive divisors of a fixed number N > 1. If they satisfy 


f(n) =} g(a) 
d|n 


for any n | N, then we can still deduce (using the same arguments as above) 


that 
g(n) = OE ) 


d|n 
for any n | N. We leave the details as an exercise to the reader. 


Let us apply now the previous results to Euler’s function y. Consider 
Gauss’ identity (see theorem 4.112) 


n=} pld) 


d\n 
and apply the Möbius inversion formula to it. We obtain 


o(n) = Du ($) a= Dus =n 


djn d|n d|n 


-o(1-53 2.) =» (1-3). 


p<q|n 
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In other words, we recover the formula 
1 
p(n) = n|] (1 — z) 
pln Š 


that we obtained in the previous section. Conversely, using the previous for- 
mula and the Möbius inversion formula we recover Gauss’ theorem. Thus 
Gauss’ theorem and the explicit formula for y(n) are actually equivalent! 

The following beautiful result is a nice illustration of the Möbius inversion 
formula. 


Example 4.126. Let (a@n)n>1 be a sequence of positive integers such that 


gcd(am, an) = Agcd(m,n) 


for all positive integers m,n. Prove that there exists a sequence of positive 
integers (bn)n>1 such that for all n > 1 


an = II ba. 
d|n 

Proof. By the multiplicative version of the Möbius inversion formula we have 

bn = Il aid) 

d|n a 

and we need to prove that this is an integer for all n. Letting p1, ...,pq be the 
(pairwise distinct) prime factors of n, we obtain 
an i<j azg- 


pae 
Tits an Ii<j<k a 


R 
PiPjPk 


On the other hand, using the hypothesis of the problem repeatedly yields 


a_n =gcd(az, az), a 


= gcd(an,an, an ),... 
PiP; g (az, Py? 2) 


PiPjPk 


Letting z; = an for 1 <i < d, we deduce that 


an Tig; gced(z:, zj) 


bn = = > ave 
"Tk ei Micjcn gcd(xi, Tj, x) 
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The lemma 4.127 below yields therefore 


an 
by = —————— 
lem(a2,...,a2) 
Pl Pd 


an expression which makes it clear that bpn is an integer. O 
Lemma 4.127. For any positive integers x1,...,%q we have 


Tikit: Mcycx 8ed(ai, Tj, te) 


SE Oe = lem (21, ..., La). 
Thc; gcd(xi, £4) Ii<j<k<i ged (Li, Zj, Ek, 21) ( ) 


Proof. The result is clear for d = 2 and assuming that it holds for d, we obtain 


La+1 *lem(a1, ..., £a) 


l SR =] l a Se 
cm(z1, ,Zd+1) cm( cm(z, za), Ld+1) gcd(aa41, lem(z1, a) 


Inserting the value of lem(21,...,xq) given by the inductive hypothesis in the 
previous expression yields the desired result (after some tedious but simple 
algebraic manipulations left to the reader). O 


4.4.5 Application to squarefree numbers 


We want now to use the Möbius function in order to study the distribution 
of squarefree numbers. We warn the reader that the remainder of this section 
is rather technical, so he can freely skip what follows for a first lecture. 

Let Q(n) be the number of squarefree numbers between 1 and n and let P 
be the set of primes p < yn. Define for each p € P the set 


Ap = {z € {1,2,...,n}| p? | £}. 


Then the set of squarefree numbers between 1 and n is precisely the set 
{1,2, an} \ Upep Ap, thus using the inclusion-exclusion principle we obtain 


Q(n) =n—- >> |Ap| + bD |Ap N Ag| +... 


pEP p<qEP 
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On the other hand, since there are |%| multiples of k between 1 and n, we 
deduce that 


n 
Ap, MN Ap, 1... Ap, | = | s—se 
| P1 P2 prl l 


for pı < ... < pk € P. We conclude that 


awg] g l gole 


2 2 
peP p<qEP Pq kyn 
in other words we have just proved the 
Proposition 4.128. The number of squarefree numbers between 1 and n is 
given by 
n 
an)= E we) [5]. 
kin 


Noting that u(k) takes only the values —1,0,1 and the distance between 
[2 and {z is at most 1, we obtain 


am» E D| < va 


k<Vn 


This shows that in order to estimate Q(n) we need to estimate J p< yam we 
The key ingredient is the following remarkable identity, which looks very sim- 
ilar to Euler’s famous identity 
PERENS A 
r a =| 
Actually the proof will show that the next theorem is equivalent to this iden- 
tity. 


Theorem 4.129. We have 
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Proof. Using Euler’s identity, it suffices to prove that 
ye US 
i213 7 k>1 k? 
Expanding, the left-hand side equals 


Dfm LD = Le Law a1 


j,k>1 n>1 jk=n noi” k|n 


the last identity being a consequence of the fact that X'ak u(d) equals 0 for 
k>1and 1 fork =1. o 
We are now in good shape for proving the following beautiful result: 


Theorem 4.130. The number Q(n) of squarefree numbers between 1 and 
n > 1 satisfies 


6 
— n| < 3yn. 
lec) - $n < vn 
Proof. Using the previously established inequality 


E 


as well as the result of the previous theorem we reduce the proof to the in- 
equality 


a Sn 


BU) "EA 
D| m 
Clearly, it suffices to prove that 
Xo i < 2 
k2? 7 yn 


k>yn 
Letting N = a |, we obtain 
Se eo me ee 
nova ® k>N+1 a k>N+1 k(k — 1) k>N+1 k-1 k N 


Since + ws 2 we are done. O 
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Example 4.131. Prove that any n > 1000 can be written as the sum of two 
squarefree numbers. 


Proof. We claim that 
Q(n— 1) > —— 


Using the previous theorem it suffices to prove that 


6 Si 
2 (n-1)> “= 43Vn—1, 
T 2 


n-—1 
z` 


which easily follows from n > 1000 and $ > 0.6. Consider now the set A of 
all squarefree numbers between 1 and n — 1 and the set B of all numbers of 
the form n — x, with x € A. Then A and B are subsets of {1,2,...,n — 1}, 
each with more than n=l elements. Thus their intersection is nonempty and 
so we can find x € A such that n— x € A. But then n = z + (n — x) is the 


sum of two squarefree numbers. o 
Remark 4.132. Explicit computations show that any n > 1 is a sum of two 
squarefree numbers. 

Example 4.133. Prove that for infinitely many integers n > 1 all numbers 


n,n + 1,n + 2 are squarefree. 


Proof. Suppose that there is N such that for all n > N at least one of the 
numbers n,n + 1,n + 2 is not squarefree. Then for each k > N at least two of 
the numbers 4k, 4k +1, 4k +2, 4k +3 are not squarefree. Dividing the numbers 
4N,4N + 1,..., 4n — 1 into groups of 4 consecutive numbers, we deduce that 


Q(4n) — Q(4N) < 2n 
for all n > N. This is impossible, since by the previous theorem 


w S a Bs o 
noo 2n 12 


Example 4.134. Let ai,...,aq and b1,...,bg be positive integers. Prove that if 
there is an integer n such that ajn+y, ...,agn+ bg are all squarefree numbers, 
then there are infinitely many such n > 0. 
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Proof. Fix an integer no such that aino + b; are all squarefree numbers, and 
let C be a large number (we will make a final choice later on), such that any 
prime factor of Tes: a;(a;no + bi) is smaller than C. Let P be the product of 
all primes not exceeding C. We will prove that 


zilk) = a; (no + kP?) + bi = aino + bi + kP?a; 


are all squarefree numbers for infinitely many positive integers k, which is 
enough to conclude. 

Fix a large integer N > C and consider those x;(k) with 1 < i < d and 
1<k<N. Note that 2;(k) is not a multiple of p? for any prime p < C (as 
otherwise a;no + b; would be a multiple of p*). Assume that for some i < d 
the number 2;(k) is not squarefree, thus there is a prime p > C such that 
p? | 2;(k). Then (if C is large enough) 

p? < ai(k) < 2kP?a; < 2NP?°a;, 
thus p < /2Na;P < V2MNP, where M = max(a, ..., aq). Moreover, since 
p does not divide Pa;, the solutions of the congruence 2z;(k) = 0 (mod p?) 
considered as a linear congruence in k are all congruent modulo p?, so there 
are at most 1+ x such solutions. Since there are less than V2NMP primes 


below V2N MP, we deduce that 2;(k) is not squarefree for at most 


V2NMP +N y 


p>Cc P k>C 


< V2N MP +N ey y < VINMP + 


values of k € [1, N]. Therefore all numbers x1(k), 22(k), ..., g(k) are squarefree 


for at least d 
N (1 = 5) —dPV2M-/N 


values of k € [1, N]. Since the last quantity tends to co as N — oo (fixing 
once and for all C > d large enough), the result follows. O 


Example 4.135. (IMC 2013) Is there an infinite set of positive integers A such 
that for all distinct elements a,b € A the number a + b is squarefree? 
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Proof. We will construct inductively an infinite increasing sequence a, < az < 
... Such that a; = 1,a2 = 2 and a; + a; is square free whenever i # j. Assume 
that aj1,...,a, have already been constructed, we will try to construct az+41 so 
that ak+ı +a; are square free for 1 < i < k. Consider two auxiliary big numbers 
r,N and let us look for ax41 of the form 1 + r!n for some n € {1,2,..., N}. 
We will choose r > k + maxı<i<k(1 + a;)? to ensure that 1+ r!n + a; is of the 
form (1 + a;)(1+ y(1 + a;)) for some y > 1. Thus if p? | 1+ r!n + a; for some 
1 <i<k and some prime p, then necessarily p > r (if p < r then p | 1+ ai 
and then necessarily p? | 1 + a;, contradicting the fact that a; +a, = a; +1 
is square free, by the inductive hypothesis if 7 > 1 and by the choice of a; for 
i = 1). Moreover, p? <1+r!n+a;<r!(N +1). There are at most x +1 
values of n € {1,2,...,. N} for which p? | 1 +r!n + a;, thus in total there are at 


most 
S=k.- 5 ($ + 1) 
r<p<v/ri(N+1) 


numbers n € {1,2,...,N} for which 1 + r!n + a; is not squarefree for some 
1<i<k. Note that 


S<k (vrs EA) <ky/ri(N+1)+kN >> (= — 5) 


j>r j>r 
k 
! er 
<kyrl(N +1) + =N 


and the last expression is less than N — 1 for N big enough since k < r. Thus 
for N big enough (and with any fixed choice of r > k + maxı<i<k(1 + a;)?) 
we can choose aķ}ı = 1 + r!n for some n € {1,2,..., N} to make apg4ı + a; 
squarefree for 1 <i < k, finishing the inductive step. O 


Example 4.136. (Brazil 2015) If n = p{1p$?...p;* is the prime factorization 
of n > 1, let 


2—1 &æk—l1 


f(n) = arp tap... 


Prove that f(n) = f(n — 1) + 1 for infinitely many n. 
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Proof. Note that f(n) = 1 whenever n is squarefree and that f is clearly 
multiplicative. Let 


a=27, b=169, x= 482, y=77. 


Then x,y are squarefree, ax = by +1, gcd(a,xz) = gcd(b,y) = 1 and 
f(a) = f(b) +1. By example 4.134 the numbers ab?n + 2 and abn + y 
are simultaneously squarefree for infinitely many n > 1, thus for such n we 
have 


f(a?b’n + ax) = f(a(ab’n + x)) = f(a) = 1 + f(b) 
= 1 + f(b(a2bn + y)) = 14 f(a?b?n + ax — 1). 


Thus f(m) = f(m — 1) + 1 for m = a?b?n + az and n as above. The result 
follows. 0 


4.5 Problems for practice 
Composite numbers 


1. Prove that if a is an integer greater than 1 and if n > 1 is not a power 
of 2, then a” + 1 is composite. 


2. (St. Petersburg 2004) Prove that for any integer a there exist infinitely 
many positive integers n such that a?” + 2” is composite. 


3. Find all positive integers n for which at least one of the numbers n” +1 
and (2n)?” + 1 is composite. 


4. For which positive integers n the numbers 2” + 3 and 2” + 5 are both 
primes? 


5. (St. Petersburg 1996) Integers a,b,c have the property that the roots 
of the polynomial X? + aX? + bX + c are pairwise relatively prime and 
distinct positive integers. Prove that if the polynomial aX? +bX +c has 
a positive integer root, then |a| is composite. 


4.5. 


10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 
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. (Vojtech Jarnik Competition 2009) Prove that if k > 2 then 2?°-!-2*-1 


is composite. 


. A positive integer which is congruent 1 modulo 4 has two different repre- 


sentations as a sum of two squares. Prove that this number is composite. 


. (Moscow Olympiad) Is there an 1997-digit composite number such that 


if any three of its consecutive digits are replaced by any other triplet of 
digits then the resulting number is composite? 


. (AMM 10947) Prove that ae is composite for all n > 1. 


5n 
The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 


Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that the equation 
(x+ 1)(x + 2)...(c+n) =y" 
has no solution in positive integers. 


Let n be a positive integer. Prove that if n divides (%) for alll < k < 
n — 1, then n is prime. 


(USAMTS 2009) Find a positive integer n such that all prime factors of 


(n + 1)(n + 2)... (n + 500) 
500! 
are greater than 500. 


(Russia 1999) Prove that any positive integer is the difference of two pos- 
itive integers with the same number of prime factors (without counting 
multiplicities). 


(Saint Petersburg) An infinite sequence (an)n>ı of composite numbers 
satisfies 


an 
An+1 = An — Pn + — 
Pn 


for all n, where pn is the smallest prime factor of an. If all terms of the 
sequence are multiples of 37, what are the possible values of a1? 
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16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 


24. 
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Prove that there are infinitely many pairs (a,b) of distinct positive inte- 
gers a,b such that a and b have the same prime divisors, and a+ 1 and 
b+ 1 also have the same prime divisors. 


Let a,b,c,d,e, f be positive integers such that abc = def. Prove that 
a(b? + c?) + d(e? + f?) is composite. 


(Kvant M 1762) Is there a positive integer n with 2013 prime divisors 
such that n divides 2” + 1? 


(Poland 2000) Let pı and pz be prime numbers and for n > 3 let pn be 
the greatest prime factor of pp_1+pn—2+2000. Prove that the sequence 
(Pn)n>1 is bounded. 


(Italy 2011) Find all primes p for which p? — p — 1 is the cube of an 
integer. 


(Kvant M 2145) Let x > 2,y > 1 be integers such that z” +1 is a perfect 
square. Prove that x has at least 3 different prime divisors. 


(Russia 2010) Prove that for any n > 1 there are n consecutive positive 
integers whose product is divisible by all primes not exceeding 2n + 1, 
and not divisible by any other prime. 


(Iran 2015) Prove that infinitely many positive integers n cannot be 
written as the sum of two positive integers all of whose prime factors are 
less than 1394. 


(China 2007) Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that 2n — 1 is a prime 
number if and only if for any n pairwise distinct positive integers 
1, 02,...,Qn there exist i, j € {1,2,...,n} such that 


ged(a;,a;) ~ 


(Tournament of the Towns 2009) Initially the number 6 is written on a 
blackboard. At the nth step, one replaces the number d written on the 
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25. 


26. 


27. 


28. 


29. 


30. 


31. 


Problems for practice 219 


blackboard with d + gcd(d, n). Prove that at each step the number on 
the blackboard increases either by 1 or by a prime number. 


Infinitude of primes 


(Komal) Is it possible to find 2000 positive integers such that none of 
them is divisible by any of the other numbers but the square of each is 
divisible by all the others? 


A positive integer n is called powerful if p? | n for any prime factor p 
of n. Prove that there are infinitely many pairs of consecutive powerful 
numbers. 


Let pn be the largest prime not exceeding n and let qn be the smallest 
prime larger than n. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


meoc] 1 
2o 


S Pkk 


(Russia 2010) Are there infinitely many positive integers which cannot 


be expressed as oh with x,y integers greater than 1? 


(Baltic Way 2004) Is there an infinite sequence of prime numbers p1, p2, ... 
such that |pn41 — 2pn| = 1 for each n > 1? 


Let aj, 42, ...,@% be positive real numbers such that for all but finitely 
many positive integers n we have 


gcd(n, Lain] + laan] +... + lapn]) > 1. 
Prove that aj, ...,a, are integers. 


(IMO Shortlist 2006) We define a sequence a1, a2, a3,... by setting 


e-a 
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32. 


33. 


34. 


35. 


36. 


37. 
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for every positive integer n. 
a) Prove that @n41 > an for infinitely many n. 
b) Prove that an+ı < an for infinitely many n. 


(APMO 1994) Find all integers n of the form a? + b? with a, b relatively 
prime positive integers, such that any prime p < y/n divides ab. 


(Iran TST 2009) Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients having 
the following property: for all primes p and for all integers a,b, if p | 
ab — 1, then p | f(a) f(b) — 1. 


Prove that there is a positive integer n such that the interval [n?, (n+1)?] 
contains at least 2016 primes. 


(IMO 1977) Let n > 2 be an integer and let V, be the set of integers of 
the form 1+kn with k > 1. A number m € Vpn is called indecomposable 
if it cannot be written as the product of two elements of V,,. Prove that 
there is r € Vn that can be expressed as the product of indecomposable 
elements of V, in more than one way (expressions which differ only in 
order of the elements of Vp will be considered the same). 


(German TST 2009) The sequence (@n),cy is defined by a1 = 1 and 
Qn41 = a4 — aè +202 +1 


for all n > 1. Prove that there are infinitely many primes which do not 
divide any of the numbers a1, ag,.... 


Arithmetic functions 


Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


Lod =n, nry- 


d\n d|n d|n d|n 
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38. 


39. 


40. 


41. 


a) Let f be a multiplicative function with f(1) = 1 (this is equivalent to 
f being nonzero). Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


>> f(@u(@) = [0 - F), 


d|n pln 
the product being taken over the prime divisors of n. 


b) Deduce closed formulae for 


Earla), Z w(d)o(a) and Y uld)eld) 


d|n d|n d\n 
for n > 1. 


Let f be an arithmetic function such that the function g defined by 


g(n) =} f(d) 


d|n 
is multiplicative. Prove that f is multiplicative. 


a) Let f be an arithmetic function and let g be the arithmetic function 


defined by 
g(r) =} fd). 
d|n 


For all n > 1 we have 
n n n 
Yolk) = re) |]. 
k=1 k=1 
b) Prove that the following relations hold for all n > 1 
n n n n n n 
Srey H , Sok)= ck H 
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 


Let f(n) be the difference between the number of positive divisors of n 
of the form 3k+1 and the number of positive divisors of the form 3k—1. 
Prove that f is multiplicative. 
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43. 


44. 


45. 


46. 


47. 


48. 


49. 


50. 
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(AMM 2001) Find all totally multiplicative functions f : N + C such 
that the function 


n 
F(n) =) f(k) 
k=1 
is also totally multiplicative. 


Find all nonzero totally multiplicative functions f : N — R such that 
f(n+1) > f(n) for all n. 


(Erdös) Let f : N > R be a nonzero multiplicative function such that 
f(n+1) > f(n) for all n. Then there is a nonnegative real number k 
such that f(n) = n* for all n. 


Are there infinitely many n > 1 such that n | 22) — 1? 


An integer n > 1 is called perfect if o(n) = 2n. Prove that an even 
number n > 1 is perfect if and only if n = 2?-1(2? — 1), with 2? — 1 
prime. 


Let n be an even positive integer. Prove that o(o(n)) = 2n if and only 
1 


if there is a prime p such that 2? — 1 is a prime and n = 2?~°-. 
(Romania TST 2010) Prove that for each positive integer a we have 
a(an) < o(an + 1) for infinitely many positive integers n. 


(IMO Shortlist 2004) Prove that for infinitely many positive integers a 
the equation T(an) = n has no solutions in positive integers. 


(IMO) Let T(n) be the number of divisors of a positive integer n. Find 
T(n?) 


T(n) 


A positive integer a is called highly divisible if it has more divisors than 
any number less than a. If p is a prime number and a > 1 is an integer, 
we write vp(a) for the exponent of p in the prime factorization of a. 
Prove that 


for some n. 


all positive integers k such that k = 


a) There are infinitely many highly divisible numbers. 
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52. 


53. 


54. 


55. 


56. 


57. 


b) If a is highly divisible and p < q are primes, then vp(a) > vp(a). 


c) Let p,q be primes such that pë < q for some positive integer k. Prove 
that if a is highly divisible and a multiple of q, then a is a multiple of 
pt. 

d) Let p,q be primes and let k be a positive integer such that p* > q. 
Prove that if p?* divides some highly divisible number a, then q divides 
a. 


e) (China TST 2012) Let n be a positive integer. Prove that all suffi- 
ciently large highly divisible numbers are multiples of n. 


Let n > 1 be an integer. Compute 


Y(-D3y(d). 


d|n 


(IMO 1991) Let 1 = a1 < a2 < ... < Qy(n) be the totatives of n > 1. 
Prove that a1,a2, ..., @p(n) form an arithmetic progression if and only if 
n is either 6, a prime number or a power of 2. 


Let n > 2. Prove that n is a prime if and only if y(n) | n — 1 and 
n+1|o(n) (recall that o(n) is the sum of the positive divisors of n). 


Let k be a positive integer. Prove that there is a positive integer n such 
that y(n) = y(n + k). 


Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


et), 2), 


y(n) 
n+ <2 
2—1 2—1 s 


2—1 ` 


a) Prove that there are infinitely many integers n > 1 such that 


p(n) > p(k) + p(n — k) for all 1 <k<n-1. 


b) Are there infinitely many n > 1 such that y(n) < p(k) + (n — k) for 
all<k<n-1? 
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59. 


60. 


61. 


62. 
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(AMM 11544) Prove that for any integer m > 1 we have 


mt+k 2 
S earn z+=]- m?. 


a) Prove that for all n > 1 we have 
n n n 2 
2d otk) =14 ule) [FI 
k=1 k=1 
b) Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


< 2n+nlogn. 


le) +90) +. +. oln) - Sr? 


Let a1, ..., @y(n) be the totatives of n > 1. 


a) Prove that for all m > 1 we have 


m 
at + ay +... + awn) = >_ u(d)d™ a +27 404 (5) ) . 
d|n 


b) Compute a? + a2 + ... + a(n) 


(Serbia 2011) Prove that if n > 1 is odd and y(n), p(n + 1) are powers 
of 2, then n + 1 is a power of 2 or n = 5. 


(Komal A 492) Let A be a finite set of positive integers. Prove that 


5 (-2)!5I-1 ged(S) > 0 


SCA 


the sum running over all nonempty subsets S of A and gced(S) denoting 
the greatest common divisor of all elements of S. 


Chapter 5 


Congruences involving prime 
numbers 


This long chapter deals with a series of key theorems concerning congru- 
ences modulo prime numbers, such as Fermat’s little theorem, Wilson’s theo- 
rem and Langrange’s theorem. These are fundamental results in basic number 
theory, and it is crucial to become very familiar with them before dealing with 
more advanced results. Therefore we give many concrete examples illustrating 
each of these results, as well as lots of applications. The second part of the 
chapter deals with more advanced topics, such as quadratic residues or con- 
gruences modulo powers of primes. Once the first part of the chapter is fully 
understood, the proofs of these more advanced results (with the exception of 
the quadratic reciprocity law) become relatively simple and natural. 


5.1 Fermat’s little theorem 


5.1.1 Fermat’s little theorem and (pseudo-)primality 


We now reach the first fundamental congruence in which prime numbers 
play a key role: Fermat’s little theorem. While both the statement and the 
proof of this theorem are fairly simple, the result itself is incredibly useful, as 
it will be clear in the sequel. 
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Theorem 5.1. (Fermat’s little theorem) For all primes p and all integers a 
we have 
a? =a (mod p). 


Equivalently, for all primes p and all integers a relatively prime to p we have 
a?-1=1 (mod p). 


Proof. It is clear that the two statements are equivalent, so it suffices to 
prove the second one. So let a be an integer relatively prime to p. Then 
0, a, 2a, 3a, ..., (p— 1)a is a complete residue system modulo p by theorem 3.32, 
hence 

a-2a-...:(p—l1)a=1-2-...-(p—1) (mod p). 


This can also be written as 
(p—1)!(aP-!—1)=0 (mod p). 


Since p is a prime, we have gcd(p, (p — 1)!) = 1 and so a?! = 1 (mod p), 
finishing the proof. O 


We would like to explain a second proof of Fermat’s little theorem, which 
is based on a very useful property of binomial coefficients. The reader will find 
a whole section devoted to congruences between binomial coefficients later on, 
thus for now we will stick to the simplest one. 

Let us recall the classical identity, valid for all n > k > 1 


which follows from 


£(*) agg = por ag (273) 
k) ` k(n-k)! (k-1)!(n-k)!  (k-1)!(n—k)! k-1!" 


We are now ready to state and prove the most fundamental congruence for 
binomial coefficients: 


Theorem 5.2. If p is a prime and 1 < k < p— 1, then p divides (7). 
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Proof. The equality k) = pE) shows that p divides k - ({) and since 
ged(k, p) = 1, we conclude that p | (2), as desired. o 


We can now explain the second proof of Fermat’s little theorem. By theo- 
rem 5.2 and the binomial formula we have 


(c+ y)? -r -y = S (p) =o (mod p), 


that is 
(x+y)? =x +y? (mod p) (1) 


In particular, for any integer a we have 
(a+1)? =a?+1 (mod p). 


It is now immediate to prove by induction on a > 0 that a? = a (mod p) for 
all primes p. Similarly (or using that (—a)? = —a? (mod p)) we obtain the 
result when a < 0. 

Note that Fermat’s little theorem and the validity of congruence (1) for 
all integers x,y are equivalent. Indeed, it is clear that Fermat’s little theo- 
rem yields congruence (1), since both sides are congruent to x + y modulo p. 
Conversely, if congruence (1) holds for all integers z, y then a simple inductive 
argument shows that 


(£1 +.. + En) =x] +...+8 (mod p) 


for all integers z1, ..., £n. In particular, if a is a positive integer then 


a =(14+...4+1)? =1+4+...41=a (mod p) 


a a 


and Fermat’s little theorem follows (the case a < 0 follows from the case a > 0 
using that (—a)? = —a? (mod p)). 

A very important observation concerning Fermat’s little theorem is that 
its converse does not hold, in other words there are composite numbers n such 
that a” = a mod n for all integers a. Such numbers are called Carmichael 
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numbers, and the first few are given by n = 561, 1105, 1729, 2465. It is known 
(this is a deep theorem of Alford, Granville and Pomerance) that there are 
infinitely many Carmichael numbers. The next example explains why the 
previous numbers are Carmichael numbers. 


Example 5.3. Let n be a composite squarefree integer such that p—1|n-1 
for any prime p dividing n. Prove that n is a Carmichael number. 


Proof. We need to prove that a” = a (mod n) for any integer a. Since n is 
squarefree, it suffices to prove that a” = a (mod p) for any prime p dividing n. 
If p | a, we are done, otherwise by Fermat’s little theorem a?~! = 1 (mod p) 
and since p— 1 | n— 1 we obtain a”~! = 1 (mod p) and then a” = a (mod p), 
as desired. Oo 


For instance, 561 = 3-11-17 satisfies the conditions imposed in the previous 
example, since 560 is a multiple of 2,10 and 16. Thus 561 is a Carmichael 
number. The argument is similar for 1105 = 5-13-17, 1729 = 7-13-19, 
2465 = 5-17-29. We will see later on that the converse holds in the previous 
example, i.e. any Carmichael number n is squarefree (this is fairly easy to see, 
since by assumption n | p” — p for any prime p | n, hence p? cannot divide n) 
and for any prime p | n we have p—1 | n—1 (this is difficult to establish using 
only the tools we have so far). 


Example 5.4. Prove that there are infinitely many composite integers n for 
which n | a”! — a for any integer a. 


Proof. We claim that n = 2p with p an odd prime is a solution of the problem. 
Since a”~1 — a is clearly even, it suffices to prove that p | a??-! — a for alla 
and all odd primes p. This follows from 

a?! _ a = a(aP-? — 1) = (a? — a)(a?-1 +1) 


and Fermat’s little theorem. o 


Numbers n for which 2” = 2 (mod n) are also historically very important. One 
can show that the first composite number n with this property is 341 = 11-31. 
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Definition 5.5. A composite integer n such that 2” = 2 (mod n) is called a 
pseudo-prime. More generally, if a > 1 is an integer, a composite integer n 
such that a” = a (mod n) is called a pseudo-prime in base a. 


Thus Carmichael numbers are precisely those numbers which are pseudo- 
primes in any base. The first pseudo-primes are 341, 561, 645, 1105, 1387, 
1729, 1905, 2047,.... Combined with the fact that 561 (or 341) is a pseudo- 
prime, the next example proves the existence of infinitely many pseudo-primes. 


Example 5.6. Prove that if n is odd and pseudo-prime, then so is 2” — 1. 


Proof. Since n is composite, so is 2” — 1 (for if d is a proper divisor of n, then 
24 — 1 is a proper divisor of 2” — 1). We need to prove that 2” — 1 | 2?"-?—1, 
or equivalently n | 2” — 2. But this is clear, since n is a pseudo-prime. O 


The next example gives different proofs of the existence of infinitely many 
pseudo-primes using explicit constructions. 


Example 5.7. a) (Erdés, 1950) Prove that if p > 3 is a prime then n = £= l is 


a pseudo-prime. 
b) (Rotkiewicz, 1964) Prove that if p > 5 is a prime then n = ZH is a 
pseudo-prime. 


Proof. a) Note that n = a - (2? + 1) is composite. Next, since n | 4? — 1, 
in order to prove that n | 2” — 2 it suffices to prove that 4? — 1 | 2°71 — 1, 
or equivalently 2p | n — 1. This is further equivalent to 6p | 4? — 4. Clearly 2 
and 3 divide 4? — 4 and by Fermat’s little theorem p | 4? — 4. Since 2,3, p are 
pairwise relatively prime, the result follows. 

b) Write p = 2k + 1, then 


x g4k+2 +1 _ 4. (2F)4 +1 2 (22k+1 — 2k+1 + Lee + gk+1 + 1) 
Fae ee See ee = a a a 


and 22?k+t1—2k+1 +1 > 5 when p > 5, hence n is composite. Next, it suffices to 
prove that 4? +1 | 2”71 —1 and since 4? +1 | 24 — 1 we are further reduced to 
4p | n— 1 and then 20p | 4? — 4. This follows from Fermat’s little theorem and 
the fact that 4,5,p are pairwise relatively prime and each divides 4? — 4. O 
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The reader has already noted that all pseudo-primes presented in the above 
discussion are odd. What about even ones? These are much harder to find: 
only in 1950 did D.H. Lehmer find the smallest even pseudo-prime, the number 
n = 161038 = 2-73-1103. To see that n is a pseudo-prime, one uses again 
Fermat’s little theorem and the fact that n—1 = 3?-29-617 with 29—1 = 7-73 
and 279 — 1 = 233-1103 - 2089. Beeger proved in 1951 that there are infinitely 
many even pseudo-primes. 


5.1.2 Some concrete examples 


We continue with many illustrations of Fermat’s little theorem, destined 
to better grasp the power of this result. We start with a series of interesting 
congruences that can be derived rather easily using Fermat’s little theorem. 
The trick of considering the smallest prime factor of n when dealing with 
divisibilities of the form n | a” — b” is a standard tool which turns out to be 
very effective in practice. The next two examples illustrate this plainly. 


Example 5.8. a) Prove that if n > 1, then n does not divide 2” — 1. 
b) Find all odd positive integers n for which n | 3” + 1. 


Proof. a) Suppose that n | 2” — 1 and let p be the smallest prime divisor of 
n. Then p |n |2” — 1 and by Fermat’s little theorem p | 2271 — 1. Hence 
p | gcd(2™ — 1, 2-1 — 1) = 28¢4(".P-1) _ 1, Since p is the smallest prime divisor 
of n, we have gcd(p — 1,n) = 1, hence p | 1, a contradiction. 

b) The answer is n = 1. Suppose that n > 1 is a solution and let p be 
the smallest prime divisor of n. Then p | 3% +1 | 3?” — 1 and p | 3?-! — 1. 
Thus p | ged(32” — 1,3°-1 — 1) = 38ed@2".P-1) _ 1. Since n is odd, so is p, and 
since p is the smallest prime divisor of n we have gcd(2n,p — 1) = 2. Thus 
p | 32 — 1 = 8, a contradiction. o 


Example 5.9. (China TST 2006) Find all positive integers n and all integers 
a such that n | (a + 1)” — a”. 


Proof. Clearly (n,a) = (1,a) is a solution for any integer a. Assume now that 
n > 1 and consider the smallest prime divisor p of n. Then p | (a+ 1)” — a”. 
Note that p cannot divide a or a+ 1, as otherwise p would divide both a and 
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a+1. Thus by Fermat’s little theorem p | (a + 1)?~! — a?-!. We deduce that 
p | (a+ 1)8d(rP-1) — gsed(rP—-1) and since ged(n,p — 1) = 1 it follows that 
p | 1, a contradiction. Thus we have already found all solutions. O 


For the next example, we recall that vp(n) denotes the exponent of p in 
the prime factorization of n. 


Example 5.10. a) Let n be a positive integer and let p be a prime factor of 
2” +1. Prove that ve(p — 1) > ve(n). 
b) Find all prime numbers p,q such that pq | 2? + 29. 


Proof. a) We have p | 2?” — 1 and p | 2271 —1, thus p | gcd(2?” — 1, 2P-1—1) = 
gsed(2n,p-1) 1, Suppose that v2(p—1) < ve(n), then ged(2n, p—1) | n and we 
conclude that p | 2” — 1. Since p | 2” +1, it follows that p | 2, a contradiction. 
Hence v2(p — 1) > ve(n). 

b) If p = 2 then 2q | 4+ 2%. Since 4+ 27 = 6 (mod q) by Fermat’s little 
theorem, we deduce that q | 6 and so q = 2 or q = 3, both of which are 
solutions of the problem. By symmetry if q = 2 then p= 2 or p= 3. Assume 
now that p,q > 2 and without loss of generality assume that p > q. Then by 
assumption pq | 2P74 + 1. It follows from part a) that v2(p — 1) > ve(p — q) 
and ve(q — 1) > v2(p — q). This is impossible, since 


va(p — q) = v2((p — 1) — (q— 1)) = min(va(p — 1), v2(q — 1). 
Thus the only solutions of the problem are (2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2). o 


Example 5.11. Let (fn)n>1 be the Fibonacci sequence, with fı = fo = 1 and 
Jn+1 = fn + fn-1 for n > 2. Prove that for any prime p > 2 we have 


fp= 57 (mod p). 


Proof. We use the classical formula 


f= ((+48)"- (549), 
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which can be established by a straightforward induction. Expanding the ex- 


pression on the right-hand side using the binomial formula yields 


1 ae p 
h= -zA h)a- Š UP) = pet (a) 


Since p divides (oF) for0<k< ne we deduce that 


2P- f, = 5T 


and since 2?-! = 1 (mod p) by Fermat’s little theorem, the result follows. 


Example 5.12. Prove that for all odd primes p we have 


p-1 
So Pt = pipt 1) mapy 
k=1 


Proof. By Fermat’s little theorem we have k(k?—! — 1)? = 0 (mod p°). 
Expanding this and summing we find 


p—1 p-1 p—1 
Sok = 25 kP- Yk (mod p°). 
k=1 k=1 k=1 


On the other hand, 


p—1 p-1 
25° kP = So (k? + (p—k)?) =0 (mod p°) 
k=1 k=1 


0 


since k? + (p — k)? = 0 (mod p?) for 1 < k < p — 1 (as follows directly from 


the binomial formula). We conclude that 


p-1 pol = 
` k2r-1 =— > k= _p(p—1) = p(p + 1) (mod p°). 


0 


Fermat’s little theorem can be very efficient in establishing that certain 
numbers are composite or in proving that certain sequences contain infinitely 


many composite numbers, as shown in the following examples. 
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Example 5.13. Let a1, ..., an, 61, ..., Ok be integers such that a1, ..., an > 1. Prove 
that there are infinitely many positive integers d such that a? +a$+...+a2 +b; 
is composite for all 1 < i < k. 


Proof. Since a1, ..., an > 1, there is a positive integer d such that 
Si := af +... + af + bi >1 


for 1 <i < k. Let p; be a prime divisor of S; and let dj = d+j(p1—1)...(pk—1). 
By Fermat’s little theorem 


aË +... +a +h = aft... taib =0 (mod p;) 


for any j > 1 and since clearly ati +... + afi +b; > S; > pi for j > 1 and 
1 <i < k, it follows that a” +... + adi + b; is composite for 1 < i < k and 
j21 m 


Erample 5.14. (China TST 2002) Are there distinct positive integers 
kı, ..., k2002 such that for all integers n > 2001 at least one of the numbers 
kı - 2” + 1, ..., k2002 - 2” + 1 is prime? 


Proof. The answer is negative: choose a prime divisor p; of 2k; +1 for 1 < i < 
2002, and let n = N (pı — 1)...(p2002 — 1) + 1 for some large N > 2001. Then 
n > 2001 and by Fermat’s little theorem k; : 2” +1 = 2k; + 1 = 0 (mod p;) 
for 1 < i < 2002. Moreover, it is clear that k; - 2” + 1 > p;, hence k; - 2” +1 is 
composite for 1 <i < 2002. O 


Example 5.15. Let k > 1 be integer and define an = 2?” +k. Prove that there 
are infinitely many composite numbers in the sequence a1, az, .... 


Proof. The solution is short, but fairly tricky. We may assume that k is 
odd, since otherwise all terms of the sequence are even. Let r = vo(k — 1) 
(where v2(z) is the exponent of 2 in the prime factorization of x) and assume 
that a, is prime for all large enough n, say n > N. In particular there is 
n > max(r,N) such that a, is a prime number, say a, = p. Since n > r 
we have v2(p — 1) = v2(27" + k — 1) = r. Write p — 1 = 2"-s for some odd 
number s and choose a positive integer j such that 2f = 1 (mod s) (to see 
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that this is possible, follow the proof of corollary 4.15 or use Euler’s theorem 
in chapter 6). Then 27+" = 2” (mod p-— 1) and so by Fermat’s little theorem 
22"*" 4 k = an = 0 (mod p). Thus aj+n is divisible by p and since clearly 
Qj+n > Gn = p we deduce that aj+n is composite, a contradiction. O 


The next examples are concerned with various divisibility properties that 
can be deduced from Fermat’s little theorem, with a special emphasis on poly- 
nomials. 


Example 5.16. (Poland) Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients such 
that f(n)|2” — 1 for all positive integers n. 


Proof. Clearly the constant polynomials 1 and —1 are solutions of the problem. 
Conversely, let f be a solution of the problem and suppose that f(n) is not +1 
for some n. Then f(n) must have a prime factor p. Then p divides f(n + p) | 
2"+P — 1 and p divides f(n)|2" — 1. We conclude that p | 2? — 1, contradicting 
Fermat’s little theorem. Thus f(n) = +1 for all n, which immediately implies 
that f is a constant polynomial, equal to 1 or —1. o 


Example 5.17. (ELMO 2016) Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients 
such that n | f(2”) for all n > 1. Prove that f = 0. 


Proof. If p,q are distinct odd primes, then by assumption pq | f(2?%), thus 
f (2°27) = 0 (mod p). On the other hand, Fermat’s little theorem yields 2°? = 
21 (mod p), thus f(2?7) = f(2%) (mod p). We conclude that p | f(2%) for 
any distinct odd primes p,q. Fixing q > 2 and letting p vary, it follows that 
f (2%) = 0. We conclude that f has infinitely many zeros and so f = 0. O 


Example 5.18. Let p > 5 be a prime and let a,b be integers such that p divides 
a? + ab+ b?. Prove that 


(a+b)? =a? +b? (mod p°). 


Proof. If p | a, then p | b and the result is clear. So assume that p does not 
divide ab. Let x be an integer such that br = a (mod p°), then p | z? +£ +1 
and so p | x? — 1. Using the binomial formula 


r? —1 = (a8 —141)? —1 = (z? — 1)? +... + p(z? — 1) 
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we deduce that p? | x9? — 1 and so p? | (£? — 1)(x?? + x? + 1). On the other 
hand, p does not divide z? — 1, since otherwise, by Fermat’s little theorem, p 
would divide x — 1. Since it also divides x? + x +1, we would have p | 3, a 
contradiction. Thus p? | x7? +x? +1. On the other hand, since x + 1 = —z? 
(mod p), we have (x + 1)? = —a?? (mod p*). Combining these results yields 


(e+1)P=a2?+1 (mod p°). 


The result follows by multiplying this congruence by b and using that br = a 
(mod p?). oO 


Remark 5.19. A stronger result holds: the congruence holds modulo p, but 
the proof is different. One proves that p(X? +X +1)? divides the polynomial 
(X + 1)? — XP —1 in Z[X]. 

The last series of examples concerns exponential sequences and congru- 
ences. 


Example 5.20. a) Prove that for any prime p > 2 there are infinitely many 
positive integers n such that n-2”+1=0 (mod p). 

b) (IMO 2005) Which positive integers are relatively prime to all numbers 
of the form 2” + 3" + 6" — 1, with n > 1? 


Proof. a) We choose n = k(p — 1) +r with k > 1 and r > 0. Then 
n:-2"+1=(r-k)? +1 (mod p) 


by Fermat’s little theorem. It is thus enough to ensure that p | (r — k)2" + 1. 
Simply choose r = 0 and k = 1 (mod p). 

b) We will prove that 1 is the unique solution of the problem, by showing 
that for any prime p there is n > 1 such that p | an. Note that 2 and 3 divide 
a2 = 48, hence we may assume that p > 3. Then using Fermat’s little theorem 
we obtain 


6ap-2 = 3-2?-14+2-3?-1 +6?" -6=3+2+1-6=0 mod p. 


Since gcd (6,p) = 1 it follows that ap_2 = 0 mod p, thus p | ap_2 and the 
problem is solved. m 
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Example 5.21. (IMO Shortlist 2005) Let a,b be positive integers such that 
a” +n divides b” + n for all positive integers n. Prove that a = b. 


Proof. Pick a large prime p > max(a,b) and let us look for n such that p | 
a” +n. Choosing n = (p—1)k +r for suitable k,r, we have by Fermat’s little 
theorem a” +n =a"—k+r (mod p), so it suffices to take any positive integer 
r and k =a" +r. With this choice we have p | a” +n | b” +n and again by 
Fermat’s little theorem 


b +n=b +r-k=b -a (mod p). 


We deduce that p | 6” — a” for any prime p > b and any positive integer r. 
Choosing r = 1 we obtain a = b. o 


Example 5.22. (Komal) Let pı = 2 and pn+ı be the smallest prime divisor of 
the number npt'p3'...pm +1. Prove that every prime number appears in the 


sequence pj, pa, ...- 


Proof. To simplify notations, write £n = npt'...pt'. Since pai | tn +1 and 
P1---Pn | Zn, it is clear that pn+1 is different from any of pj, ..., Pn and so the 
terms of the sequence are pairwise distinct. It remains to prove that any prime 
appears in the sequence. Suppose that this is not the case and let p be the 
smallest prime number which does not appear in the sequence. Take n > p 
large enough so that all primes less than p are among p1, ..., Pn. Then for any 
k > 1 we have 
Intk = (n+ k)pt!...p? >” (mod p) 

since p—1 | j! for j > p—1 and by Fermat’s little theorem ph = 1 (mod p) for 
such j (note that by assumption p # p; so gcd(p,p;) = 1). Since p is relatively 
prime to pkp roe we can choose k such that (n + k)ptt...p® Pu +1=0 
(mod p), thus p | £n+k +1. Any prime less than p already divides £n+ķ + 1, 
so p is the smallest prime factor of z,4, + 1. It follows that p = Pn+k+1, a 
contradiction. O 


Example 5.23. (Romanian Masters in Mathematics 2012) Prove that there are 
infinitely many positive integers n such that n divides 22"+! + 1 but it does 
not divide 2” + 1. 
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Proof. For each k > 1 let ay = 23" +1. Observe that 
p41 = (ap — 1)? + 1 = a4 (a? — 3a; + 3), 
which immediately yields by induction that 3*+1 | a, and so the number 


2 
ay, — 3ak +3 ak 
= Æ = q,-— - a 1 
3 a eo 
is an integer greater than 1 (since a, > 3) and relatively prime to a,. Let pk 
be a prime divisor of b. Note that pp | ak+1 but pz does not divide ap. 


Define nz, = 3* - pp. Then by Fermat’s little theorem 


bk 


2k +1 = (23° Pr +1= 23° +1=a, (mod px), 


thus pz, does not divide 2"* + 1, in particular nz, does not divide 2” + 1. 
Next, we claim that nz | 2?"*+1 +1. Since ny | aķ+1, it suffices to prove that 
p41 | 2?"* +141, or equivalently that 3*+! | 2"* +1. But 2"* +1 is a multiple 
of 2 +1= ak, which in turn is a multiple of 3*+1, so we are done. O 


Remark 5.24. We leave it as an easy exercise for the reader to prove that if n 
has the given property then so does 2” + 1. This gives an alternative solution 
as soon as we are able to exhibit at least one such n. It is not difficult to check 
that n = 57 is such a number. 


Example 5.25. (Russia 2013) Find all positive integers k for which there exist 
positive integers a and n > 1 such that a” + 1 is the product of the first k odd 
primes. 


Proof. We will prove that no such k exists. Assume by contradiction that 
a” +1 = pıp2...Pk, where pı = 3,p2 = 5,... is the increasing sequence of odd 
primes. Clearly k > 1. Note that since 3 divides a” + 1, n must be odd. Next, 
we will prove that a < py. Suppose that a > px, then since a” +1 < pk, we 
must have n < k and in particular n < px. Let p be a prime factor of n, then 
p € {pi,.--, pk}. Moreover, p divides a” + 1, hence if we let b = a”/P we have 
p |b? +1. Fermat’s little theorem yields p | b+1. But then p? | P +1 =a” +1 
since b?-1 — bP-2 + ...4+. 1 =0 (mod p). This contradicts the fact that a” +1 
is square free and finishes the proof of the claim that a < pp. 
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Next, assume that a > 2 and let p be a prime factor of a— 1. Then 
a” + 1 = 2 (mod p), hence p ¢ {p1,..., pk} and so a > px, a contradiction. 
Thus a = 2. Since 5 | 2” + 1, n must be even, contradiction again! O 


Example 5.26. (China TST 2008) Let n be an integer greater than 1 such that 
n divides 2°) +320) +... +n?) If pj, ..., pg are all the prime divisors of n 
(without multiplicities), prove that z + = +...+ = + a is an integer. 
Proof. Fix i € {1,2,...,k}. By assumption p; divides 2°) +30 +.. +n?) 
If a € {2,3,...,n}, then either a is a multiple of p;, and then p; | a?), or not, 
and then a") = 1 (mod p;) (by Fermat’s little theorem and the fact that 
pi — 1 divides y(n)). Hence 2°) + 3°() +... +n”) is congruent modulo p; 
to the number of a € {2,3,..,n} which are not multiples of p;. This number 
is n — 1 — > and since p; | n, it follows that p; | = +1. In particular p? 
does not divide n, and so n = pip2...p~. Moreover, p; divides [],4; pj + 1 for 
all i. It follows that po...p, + pip3..-De +... + p1..-Dk—1 +1 is a multiple of 
P1,---) Pk, thus also a multiple of pıp2...pp. But this is precisely saying that 


dat i l ji i 
pit pp te + py + ppp 18 an integer. O 


5.1.3 Application to primes of the form 4k + 3 and 3k +2 


After this series of examples, we come back for a while to more theoretical 
issues. The first result shows that nth powers modulo p are solutions to the 
congruence oe = (mod p) whenever n | p— 1. We will see later on that 
all solutions of this congruence are nth powers modulo p. 


Proposition 5.27. Let p be a prime and let n be a positive integer dividing 
p—1. Ifa is an integer such that the congruence x” = a (mod p) has solutions 


(in other words a is an nth power modulo p), then p | a or a7 =1 (mod p). 


Proof. This is an immediate application of Fermat’s little theorem: if p does 
not divide a, then 


and we are done. Oo 
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The previous proposition easily yields the following result, which is very 
useful in practice. We will see later on that it characterizes primes of the form 
4k + 3. 


Corollary 5.28. Let p be a prime of the form 4k + 3. If p |a? +b? for some 
integers a,b then p | a and p | b. 


Proof. If p | a then clearly p | b? and so p | b. Assume now that p does 
not divide a and let c be an integer such that ac = 1 (mod p). Since p | 
(ac)? + (bc)?, we obtain (bc)? = —1 (mod p) and by the previous proposition 
Gaya = 1 (mod p). Since p = 3 (mod 4), the last congruence reads —1 = 1 
(mod p), plainly absurd. oO 


The following theorem is also very useful in practice. 


Theorem 5.29. Let p be a prime and let n be a positive integer relatively 
prime to p— 1. Then the remainders of 1", 2”,...,(p — 1)” when divided by p 
are a permutation of 1,2,....p—1. 


Proof. Clearly none of these numbers is a multiple of p. It suffices therefore 
to prove that the numbers are pairwise incongruent modulo p. Suppose that 
p | a” — b” for some a,b € {1,2,...,p — 1} and note that we may assume that 
gcd(a,b) = 1 (since p does not divide gcd(a, b)). Then using Fermat’s little 
theorem we also have p | a?~! — b?—! and so (using proposition 3.35) 


p | gcd(a” R b”, gp! — b~t) 5 agca(np-1) S pecd(n.p—1) =a—b, 


the last equality being a consequence of our hypothesis. Since p | a — b and 
a,b € {1,2,...,p — 1}, we must have a = b and we are done. o 


Corollary 5.30. Let p be a prime of the form 3k + 2. Then 

a) The remainders of the numbers 1,23, ..., (p — 1)? when divided by p are 
a permutation of 1,2,...,p —1. 

b) If p | a? + ab +b? for some integers a,b, then p | a and p | b. 

c) If p £ 2 then there is no integer x such that z? = —3 (mod p). 
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Proof. a) This follows directly from theorem 5.29 for n = 3. 
b) If p | a then p | b, so assume that p does not divide ab. Then p | 
(a — b)(a? + ab + b?) = a? — b? and by part a) we deduce that p | a — b. But 
since p | a?+ab+0?, it follows that p | 3a”, a contradiction. The result follows. 
c) Suppose that x is such an integer. Since p Æ 2, there is an integer y such 
that 2y-+1=-z (mod p), then 4y? +4y +4 = 0 (mod p) and so y2+y+1=0 
(mod p). But this contradicts part b). o 


Example 5.31. Prove that there are infinitely many primes of the form 4k +1 
and infinitely many primes of the form 6k + 1. 


Proof. By Schur’s theorem 4.67 there are infinitely many primes p dividing a 
number of the form n? + 1 with n > 1. Corollary 5.28 shows that any such 
p is either equal to 2 or of the form 4k + 1. We deduce the first part of the 
problem. For the second part consider similarly prime divisors of numbers of 
the form n? +n +1 with n > 1. Corollary 5.30 shows that such primes are of 
the form 3k + 1 (thus of the form 6l + 1) or equal to 3. The result follows. O 


Example 5.32. Find all integers a and b such that a? — 1 | b? + 1. 


Proof. Clearly (a,b) = (0,n) works or all integers n, and we will prove that 
these are all solutions. So, suppose that (a,b) is a solution with a 4 0. Then 
clearly a 4 +1, hence a? — 1 > 1. If a is odd, then 8 divides a? — 1, hence 
8 | b? + 1, which is impossible. Hence a is even, thus a? — 1 = 3 (mod 4). 
Since a? — 1 > 1, it follows that a? — 1 has a prime factor p of the form 4k +3. 
But p cannot divide b? + 1, a contradiction. This finishes the proof. O 


Example 5.33. Prove that if a is an integer, then 2a? — 1 has no divisors of the 
form b? + 2 with b € Z. 


Proof. Suppose that b? + 2 | 2a? — 1 for some integers a,b. Then clearly b is 
odd, thus b? + 2 = 3 (mod 4). It follows that b? + 2 has a prime factor p of 
the form 4k + 3. Then p | b? + 2 and p | 2a? — 1, thus 


p | 0? +2+2(2a7 — 1) = b? + (2a). 


It follows that p | b and p | 2a, which is clearly impossible. Oo 
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Example 5.34. (Iran 2004) Find all primes p,q,r such that p? = p? + q? + r°. 


Proof. If p,q,r are not multiples of 3 then p?+q?+r? =14+14+1=0 
(mod 3) and so 3 | p®, a contradiction. Hence one of p,q,r is 3. If p = 3 then 
q? + r? = 18, which easily yields q = r = 3. Assume that p > 3 and without 
loss of generality that r = 3, hence p? = p? +q? +9, that is p?(p—1) = q?+9. 
If p = 1 (mod 4), we deduce that 4 | q?+9, thus 4 | g?+1, which is impossible. 
Thus p = 3 (mod 4). But since p | q? + 3°, we obtain p | q and p | 3, thus 
p=q=3 and then r = 3. O 


Example 5.35. (Brazil 1996) Let P(x) = 23+ 14x? —22+1 and let Pl”! be the 
composition of P with itself n times (so P(x) = P(P(P(zx)))). Prove that 
there is a positive integer n such that P™”l(x) = x (mod 101) for all integers 
Ñ; 


Proof. Let p = 101. Define the function f : {0, 1, ...,p—1} — {0,1,...,p—1} by 
setting f (i) the remainder of P(i) when divided by p. We need to prove that 
there is n > 1 such that fl”! is the identity map. This is equivalent to saying 
that f is bijective: indeed, it is clear that the existence of n forces f being 
bijective, so suppose that f is bijective. Since there are finitely many maps 
g : {0,1,...,p — 1} > {0,1,...,p — 1}, the sequence of iterates f, fl), fll... 
cannot consist of pairwise different functions. So there are 0 < i < j such that 
fË = fll and we can choose n = j — i. 

Now, in order to prove that f is bijective, it suffices to prove its injectivity 
(since the source and target of f have the same number of elements). But if 


f(i) = f (j) then 
p | Pi) — Pj) = (i — j(i + ij +j? +1445) - 2). 


Assume that i # j then p | i? + ij + j? + 14(i + j) — 2. Choose a such that 
3a = 14 (mod p) and note that 


li+a}?+(i+a) (j +a) +(+) =P ++ij +j? +14(i+ 7) +307 = 307 +2. 
But 9a? = 14? = 196 = —6 (mod p) and so p | 3a?. It follows that 


(i +a)? +(i+a)(j+a)+(j+a)=0 (mod p) 
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and since p = 2 (mod 3) we deduce that p | i +a and p | j +a. Thus p|i-j 
and then i = j, a contradiction. Oo 


Remark 5.36. One can replace p = 101 with any prime congruent to 2 modulo 
3 and P with any polynomial of the form P(x) = z? +az?+bar+c with a? = 3b 
(mod p). 


Example 5.37. (IMO Shortlist 2012) Find all triples (x, y, z) of positive integers 
such that 
z(y? + 2°) = 2012(ryz + 2). 


Proof. Note that 2012 = 4p, where p = 503 is a prime of the form 3k + 2. If 
p | x, then p? divides the left-hand side, while the right-hand side is congruent 
to 8p modulo p?, a contradiction. Thus p does not divide x and so p | y? +2? = 
y? — (—z)?. Since p = 2 (mod 3), it follows that p | y — (—z) = y +z. Next, 
T? | 4p(ryz + 2), thus zx | 8p and since gcd(p, x) = 1 we obtain z | 8. If 4 |z, 
then the left-hand side is a multiple of 16, while the right-hand side is not. 
Thus z € {1,2}. 

Suppose first that z = 1, so y? + 2? = 4p(yz + 2). Clearly 2 | y + z, so 
2p | y + z. Write the equation as 


+z 

uE, (y? — yz + 2°) = 2(yz + 2). 
2p 

If sa = 1 then 4? — 3yz + 2? = 4 and so (y + z)? — 5yz = 4, yielding p? = 1 
(mod 5), a contradiction. Thus Ea > 2 and then yz + 2 > y? — yz + 2?, that 
is (y — z)? < 2. Since moreover y = z (mod 2), we deduce that y = z and 
then y? = 2p(y? + 2). Since p | y, taking the last equation modulo p? yields a 
contradiction. Hence the case x = 1 is impossible. 

Assume now that x = 2, then the equation becomes 
+z 
T (8? -yz +2) =yz+1. 

Since p | y+z, we obtain yz +1 > y? —yz +2? and so (y—z)? < 1. If y = z we 
obtain ou -y? = 4? + 1 and so y? | 1, giving no solution. Thus, by symmetry, 
we may assume that y — z = 1 and then the equation becomes y + z = p, that 
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is z= et = 251 and y = 252. Hence the only solutions are (2, 251, 252) and 
(2, 252, 251). o 


Ezample 5.38. (Turkey TST 2013) Find all pairs of positive integers (m,n) 
such that 
mÊ =n"! +n- 1. 


Proof. If n = 1 then m = 1, which gives a solution of the problem. One easily 
checks that n = 2 does not yield any solution, so assume that n > 2 and that 
we can find m > 0 such that mê = n”t! +n — 1. Let k=n+1> 2 and write 
the equation as 

mê = (k— 1) +k-2. 


If k is even, then m® > (k — 1)* yields m? > (k —1)2 +1 and then 
k—-2>2(k—1)? +1>2(k-1)+1, 


a contradiction. A similar argument (using that m® is a third power) shows 
that 3 does not divide k. 

Suppose that k = 1 (mod 3), then m® = —1 (mod 3), a contradiction. 
Hence k = 2 (mod 8) and since k is odd it follows that there is a prime p > 2 
of the form 3j + 2 dividing k. Taking the equation mod p yields mê = — 
(mod p). However this contradicts corollary 5.30(c), and so the equation has 
no solution except (m,n) = (1,1). m 


Erample 5.39. (Kolmogorov Cup) Let a,b,c be positive integers such that 


we is an integer. Prove that this integer is not a multiple of 3. 


Proof. Suppose that a? + b? + c = 3n(ab+ be + ca) for some positive integer 
n, then 
(a+b+c)* = (3n+2)(ab+ be + ca). 


Dividing a,b,c by their greatest common divisor, we may assume that 
gcd(a,b,c) = 1. Let 3n +2 = pî" ...pp" be the prime factorization of 3n + 2 
and note that there is i such that p; = 2 (mod 3) and a; is odd, otherwise 
p;* = 1 (mod 3) for all i and 3n + 2 = 1 (mod 3), absurd. Fix such i, then 
pi | a+b+c and since the exponent of p; in the prime factorization of (a+b+c)” 
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is even and that in the prime factorization of 3n + 2 is odd, it follows that 
pi | ab+bc+ca. But then 


0 =ab+be+ca=ab+c(a+b) = ab— (a+b)? = —(a? +ab+b?) (mod p;) 


and since p; = 2 (mod 3), we deduce that p; | a and p; | b, then p; | c. This 
contradicts the relation gcd(a, b,c) = 1 and finishes the proof. o 


5.2 Wilson’s theorem 


5.2.1 Wilson’s theorem as criterion of primality 


While Fermat’s theorem gives a result that is true for all primes, it does 
not provide a conclusive test of primality. Wilson’s theorem gives an exact 
criterion for the primality of an integer. The reader is strongly advised to 
carefully study the proof of the following theorem, since variations on this 
idea will be encountered several times later on. 


Theorem 5.40. (Wilson’s theorem) a) For all primes p we have 
(p—1)!+1=0 (mod p). 


b) Conversely, if an integer n > 1 satisfies (n —1)!+1=0 (mod n), then 
n is a prime. 


Proof. a) For each i € {1, 2, ...,p—1} let i™t be the inverse of i modulo p (recall 
that this is the unique number x between 1 and p — 1 which satisfies iz = 1 
(mod p)). We can make a partition of {1, 2, ...,p— 1} into pairs and singletons 
as follows: pair each i with i71, if i Æ it, otherwise put i in a singleton. The 
product of elements in each pair is 1 modulo p, hence (p—1)! = 1-2-...-(p—1) 
is congruent to the product of the numbers in the singletons. However, saying 
that i lives in a singleton is the same as saying that i? = 1 (mod p), which is 
the same as (i — 1)(i + 1) = 0 (mod p). Since p is a prime, this is equivalent 
to i = +1 (mod p). Hence there are only two singletons, and the product of 
their elements is —1. The result follows. 

b) Suppose that n is composite and write n = ab with a,b > 1. Then 
ab—1 >a, hence a | (n — 1)!. By hypothesis a | n | (n—1)!+1, hence a | 1, a 
contradiction. Hence n is a prime. o 


5.2. Wilson’s theorem 245 


We illustrate the previous theorem with a few examples. 
Example 5.41. (Baltic Way 2014) Is 712!+ 1 a prime number? 


Proof. One easily checks that 719 is a prime number, thus Wilson’s theorem 
yields 718! + 1 = 0 (mod 719). Since 718! = 712! - 6! (mod 719) and 6! = 
720 = 1 (mod 719), we obtain 719/712! + 1, which shows that 712! + 1 is 
composite. O 


Example 5.42. (USAMO 2012) Find all functions f : N — N such that for all 
positive integers m,n we have m — n | f(m) — f(n) and f(n!) = f(n)!. 


Proof. The only solutions in positive integers of the equation n = n! are 
n = 1,2, so the only constant functions which are solutions of the problem are 
1,2. Let f be a nonconstant solution. Since f(1) = f(1)! and f(2) = f(2)!, we 
deduce that f(1), f(2) € {1,2}. If p is an odd prime, then Wilson’s theorem 
combined with the hypothesis yield 


p| (p—2)!—1| f((@— 2)!) — F0) = fp- 2)! — f(1). 


Since f(1) € {1,2} we deduce that p does not divide f(p—2)! and so f(p—2) < 
p—1 for all odd primes p. Suppose that f(p— 2) = p—1 for some p > 2, then 
p | (p — 1)! — f(1) and by Wilson’s theorem again p | f(1) + 1 thus p | 6. We 
deduce that if p > 3, then f(p — 2) < p—2. Since moreover (p — 2)!-—1 < 
f(p—2)!—f (1), it follows that f(1) = 1 and f(p—2) = p—2 for all primes p > 3. 
Now, if n is any positive integer then n—(p—2) | f(n)—f(p—2) = f(n)—(p—2) 
and n — (p — 2) | n — (p — 2), thus n — (p — 2) | f(n) — n for all primes p > 3. 
Thus f(n) — n has infinitely many divisors and so f(n) = n. It follows that 
the solutions of the problem are the constant functions 1,2 and the identity 
function. oO 


Example 5.43. Let n > 1 be an odd integer and let S be the set of integers 
x € {1,2,...,n}, such that both z and x + 1 are relatively prime to n. Prove 
that 


I[z= 1 (mod n). 


res 
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Proof. Let x € S, then since gcd(x,n) = 1 there is a unique y € {1, 2,...,»—1} 
such that zy = 1 (mod n). We claim that y € S. Indeed, since n | zy — 1 it 
is clear that gcd(n,y) = 1. On the other hand, n | x(y +1) — (x +1), thus 
gcd(n, y + 1) | gcd(n,x + 1) = 1 and so gcd(n,y + 1) = 1, proving the claim. 
Next, we argue as in the proof of Wilson’s theorem: we create a partition of 
S into singletons and pairs, by putting x and y in a pair if  # y (x,y as 
above) and putting x in a singleton if x = y. Then [],¢g z is congruent to the 
product of the elements of S living in singletons. These elements are those 
elements of S satisfying z? = 1 (mod n), that is n | (x + 1)(x — 1). Since 
gcd(x + 1,n) = 1, we deduce that n | x — 1 and so 1 is the only element of S 
living in a singleton. The result follows. O 


The next example is fairly challenging. 


Example 5.44. (Lerch’s congruence) Prove that for all odd primes p we have 
P24 9P-14 4 (p—1)? =p+(p-1)! (mod p°). 

Proof. By Fermat’s little theorem we can find integers 71, ...,%p)—1 such that 

goss px; for 1 < j < p. Taking the product, expanding and reducing 

modulo p?, we obtain 


(p—1)!?-+ = (14 pry)(1+pae)...(1+pep-1) = 1+p(z1+...+£p-1) (mod p°). 


Next, Wilson’s theorem allows us to write (p — 1)! = kp — 1 for some integer 
k. Then 


(p—1)!?-1 = (—1+ kp)?! = (-1)?-1 + (-1)?-*(p—1)pk =1+pk (mod p°). 
We conclude that 
woh oP tt (p— 1)? = p—14+ p(z +... + tp-1) 


=p—1+kp=p+(p-—1)! (mod p°), 
which is the desired result. Oo 


We can refine a little bit the second part of Wilson’s theorem: 
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Proposition 5.45. For any integer n > 1 the following statements are equiv- 
alent: 

a) n #4 andn is composite. 

b) n| (n-1)!. 


Proof. Wilson’s theorem easily yields that b) implies a). Assume now that a) 
holds and let us prove b). Write n = ab with a > b > 1. If a Æ b then both 
factors a and b appear in the product (ab—1)! =1-2-...-b-...-a-...-(ab—1), 
since ab — 1 > a. Thus in this case n = ab | (ab — 1)! = (n — 1)!. Suppose 
that a = b, then since n Æ 4 we have a > 2. But then ab — 1 = a? — 1 > 2a 
and so the factors a and 2a appear in the product (n — 1)! = (a? — 1)!, thus 
n | 2a? | (n — 1)! and we are done again. o 


We continue with some illustrations of the previous proposition: 


Example 5.46. (Komal B 4616) For which n > 1 do the numbers 1!,...,n! give 
different remainders mod n? 


Proof. One easily checks that n = 2,3 are solutions of the problem, so assume 
that n > 3 is a solution. Then precisely one of the numbers 1!, 2!,...,n! is a 
multiple of n and since n | n!, it follows that (n — 1)! is not a multiple of n. 
Thus by proposition 5.45 either n = 4 or n is a prime. One easily checks that 
n = 4 is not a solution, since 2! = 3! (mod 4). So n is a prime and n > 5. But 
Wilson’s theorem yields (n — 2)! = 1 = 1! (mod n), a contradiction. Hence 
the only solutions of the problem are 2 and 3. o 


Example 5.47. Find all positive integers n, k such that (n — 1)! + 1 = nf. 


Proof. Note that n > 1 and that n | (n — 1)! + 1, thus n must be prime 
by Wilson’s theorem. One easily checks that (n,k) = (2,1), (3,1), (5,2) are 
solutions of the problem. We will prove that these are all solutions. Suppose 
that n > 5, then n — 1 > 4 and n — 1 is not a prime (since n is a prime), thus 
by proposition 5.45 we have n — 1 | (n — 2)!. Taking the relation (n — 2)! = 
nk-1 + nk-2 +... +n +1 modulo n — 1 gives n — 1 | k and so k >n-1. 
But then (n — 1)! +1 > n”! and since (n — 1)! < (n — 1)"~1 we deduce that 
n”! < (n—1)""1, a contradiction. Hence the solutions of the problem are 
(n, k) = (2, 1), (3, 1), (5, 2). O 
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Example 5.48. Find all integers n > 1 for which there is a permutation 
1,42, -ân Of 1,2,...,n such that {aj,a1@2,...,@1a2...an} is a complete 
residue system modulo n. 


Proof. If a; = n for some i < n, then both ajag...a; and a1Q2...a;41 are multi- 
ples of n, a contradiction. Hence a, = n. Then a1a2...an-1 = (n—1)! is not a 
multiple of n and by proposition 5.45 n is either 4 or a prime number. Con- 
versely, if n = 4 we can take the permutation a; = 1, a2 = 3,a3 = 2,a4 = 4, 
while if n is a prime number, we can consider the permutation defined by 
a, = 1, an = n and a; = 1 + (4-1) for 2 <i < n— 1, where (i—1)7! is the 
inverse modulo n of i — 1, in {1,...n — 1}. For 2 <i < n we have 


i 
a12...0; = J[ j0 —1)1=i (mod n), 
j=2 


and clearly aj, a2, ...,@n € {1,2,...} are pairwise distinct, hence they form a 
permutation of 1,2,...,n. Therefore the answer of the problem is n = 4 and 
n = p for some prime p. o 


Yet another slight but useful refinement of Wilson’s theorem is the follow- 
ing. 


Theorem 5.49. For all primes p and all 0 < k < p— 1 we have 
ki\(p —k—1)!+(-1)* =0 (mod p). 
Proof. Note that (p — 1)! = k!(k + 1)(k + 2)...(p — 1) and 
p-—1=-1 (mod p),...,.k+1=—-(p—k-1) (mod p). 
Multiplying these congruences and using Wilson’s theorem yields 
—1 = (p — 1)! = k!(—1)P7!—*(p— k — 1)! (mod p). 
Taking into account that (—1)?-! = 1 (mod p), the result follows. O 


We continue with several illustrations of the usefulness of theorem 5.49: 


5.2. Wilson’s theorem 249 


Example 5.50. Prove that for all odd primes p we have 
2_ 
1!2!...(p — 1)! = (-1) 7 (274)! (mod p). 


Proof. One can easily check the result for p = 3, so assume that p > 3. 
By theorem 5.49 we have 


k!(p— 1 — k)! = (—1)*"! (mod p) 


for 0 < k < p— 1. Taking the product for 1 < k < 23 yields 


o ae 
[lL k! [[@-1-)!= (yt +7 (mod p). 
k=1 k=1 


Rearranging the factors in the left-hand side and using the identity 


-5 p*-1 
0+1+. + =F Op 


yields F i 
Il k! = (—1) 5 -2+2 = 2 Doe (mod p). 
1<kA2S* <p—2 


Multiplying this last congruence by (25) !-(p—1)! and using Wilson’s theorem 
finally yields the desired result. O 


Example 5.51. (China TST 2010) Prove the existence of an unbounded se- 
quence a; < a2 < ... of positive integers having the following property: for all 
sufficiently large integers n such that n + 1 is composite, all prime divisors of 
n!+ 1 are greater than n + an. 


Proof. Suppose that p | n! + 1 and n > 2, then clearly p > n since otherwise 
p|n!. On the other hand, by theorem 5.49 we have (p — n — 1)!n! = (-1)""+ 
(mod p) and since n! = —1 (mod p) we deduce that (p — n — 1)! = (—1)” 
(mod p). By assumption n + 1 is composite so p — n — 1 > 0. We cannot have 
p—n-—1 = 1 since otherwise we would have n = p — 2 and 1 = (-1)" = 
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(—1)?-? = —1 (mod p), a contradiction with p > 2. Hence p — n — 1 > 2 and 
since (p — n — 1)! = (—1)” (mod p), we deduce that (p —-n—1)! > p-1 > 
n. Thus, if a, is the smallest positive integer m for which m! > n, then 
p—n-—1> an for all n > 2 and all prime factors p of n! +1. It is clear that 
an is a nondecreasing unbounded sequence of positive integers. Oo 


Example 5.52. (JBMO TST 2013 Turkey) Find all positive integers n such 
that 2n+7|n!—1. 


Proof. Since n = 1 is a solution, we assume in the sequel that n > 1. Note 
that if p is a prime divisor of 2n +7 then p|n!—1andsop>n+1. If 2n+7 
is composite, we deduce that 2n +7 > (n+1)? and then n? < 6, forcing n = 2, 
which is not a solution of the problem. 

Thus 2n + 7 = p is a prime and the hypothesis becomes (257)! =1 
(mod p). Now theorem 5.49 with k = et combined with the previous con- 


gruence yield (35)! = EDT (mod p). Thus 


22 _(p-7 an peg 
j€{—5,—3,—1,1,3,5} gj€{—5,—3,—1,1,3,5} 
Noting that p — j = —j (mod p) and simplifying the above expression, we 
obtain pe 
64(—1) 7 =15? = 225 (mod p). 
If p= 1 (mod 4) then p | 225+ 64 = 289 thus p = 17, which gives the solution 
n = 5, while if p = 3 (mod 4) then p | 225 — 64 = 161 which then implies 
p = 23 and n = 8, another solution of the problem. So 1, 5,8 are the solutions 
of the problem. O 


Example 5.53. (Saint Petersburg 1996) Prove that for any prime p the numbers 
1!, 2!, .., (p — 1)! give at least |,/p| different remainders when divided by p. 


Proof. The key idea is again the congruence 


k!(p— 1-— k)! =(—-1)*"! (mod p) 
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established in theorem 5.49. Multiplying it by p— k yields k!(p—k)! = (—1)*k 
(mod p), for 1 < k < p—1. Now let aj, ...,as be the distinct remainders modulo 
p given by the numbers 1!, 2!, ...,(p—1)!. Then the previous congruence shows 
that each of the numbers p — 1, 2, p — 3,4,... is congruent to a product of two 
elements among aj,...,@s. There are 2z different remainders mod p among 
p—1,2,p—3,4,... and there are at most (3) +s= s(st1) possible remainders 


given by products of two numbers among qj,...,as. Thus s(st1) > bt and we 
easily deduce from this that s > |,/p|. o 


We end this section with a beautiful but challenging problem. 


Example 5.54. (IMO Shortlist 2005) Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with 
integer coefficients and positive leading coefficient. Prove that f(n!) is com- 
posite for infinitely many integers n > 1. 


Proof. Write f(X) = agX% + aq-1X®! + ... + ao for some integers ao, ..., aq 
with ag > 0. If ag = 0, the result is clear, so assume that ag # 0. Given a 
prime p, the congruence f((p — k)!) = 0 (mod p) is equivalent (by theorem 
5.49) to £k = 0 (mod p), where 


wp = ao(k — 1)!¢ + ay(k — 1)!9-1(-1)* + ... + ag(—1)*4. 


If k is large enough, say k > ko, then aĉ | (k — 1)! and |z| > 2a2. Choose, 
for such k, a prime factor pp of 3*. Since 7 = (—1)*4 (mod ag), we have 
gcd(pz,aq) = 1. If py < k —1, then pẹ divides C-D, which combined with 
ck = 0 (mod pg) gives px | (—1)*4, a contradiction. Thus pẹ > k for k > ko. 
Suppose now that the conclusion of the problem fails, so there is N > ko 
such that f(n!) is not composite for n > N. By increasing N, we may assume 
that the function z — f(z!) — x is increasing and positive on [N, 00). By the 
previous two paragraphs we know that pẹ > k for k > N and px | f((pp — k)!). 
Choose now k = ka = a(N +1)!+2 fora > 1, so that k,k+1,...,k+N—-—1 
are composite and so pẹ — k > N. We conclude that f((pp — k)!) = pp for 
these k. Letting Ta = pr, — ka, we obtain f(rq!) = £a + a(N +1)!4+2 for 
all sufficiently large a. Since the numbers (za) are pairwise distinct (by the 
previous equality), for infinitely many a we have Ta+1 > Za + 1 and so 


(£a!) — ta + (N +1)! = f(£a41!) — Cat 2 f((£a + 1)!) — (£a + 1). 
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This implies that 
f((£a + 1)2a!) — f(a!) <1 + (N40), 


— oo for a > oo. The result follows. O 


which is impossible since eesti) 


5.2.2 Application to sums of two squares 


We have already seen (an easy consequence of Fermat’s little theorem) that 
if p is a prime dividing a number of the form x” +1 with x € Z, then p = 2 or 
p =1 (mod 4). The next important result establishes the converse. 


Theorem 5.55. Let p be a prime. Then the congruence z? = —1 (mod p) 
has a solution if and only if p = 2 or p is of the form 4k + 1. 


Proof. We have already seen one implication, so assume that p = 2 or p= 1 
(mod 4). We need to prove the existence of an integer x such that p | z? + 1. 
If p = 2 pick z = 1, so assume that p > 2. Taking k = bet in theorem 5.49 
and observing that k is even, we obtain 


(2) =-(—1)} =-1 (mod p), 


thus z = (254)! is a solution of the congruence z? = —1 (mod p). o 


Remark 5.56. The proof shows that 


Gul =1 (mod p) 


when p = 3 (mod 4), so (25+)! = +1 (mod p). Deciding for which primes p 
we have (25+)! = 1 (mod p) is a rather delicate problem. 
The following example is a refinement of the previous theorem. 


Example 5.57. (Iran TST 2004) Let p = 1 (mod 4) be a prime number. Prove 
that the equation z? — py? = —1 has solutions in positive integers. 
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Proof. Let (x,y) be the smallest positive solution of the Pell equation z? — 


py? = 1. Then z? = y? +1 (mod 4), which forces z being odd and y being 
even. Next, we have p | z? — 1 = (x + 1)(x — 1), thus p | £x +1 or p | z — 1. 
If p | z — 1, then = and Z} are relatively prime numbers whose product is 
the square (2), thus = = a” and “4 = b? for some positive integers a,b 
such that ab = #. Then b? — pa? = 1 and by minimality of the solution (x,y) 
we must have a > y and so x = 1 + 2pa? > 1+ 2py?, obviously impossible. 
Thus p | x + 1 and a similar argument gives the existence of positive integers 
a,b such that att = a? and 5+ = b. Then b? — pa? = —1 and the result 
follows. 0 


We can now prove the following beautiful theorem. 


Theorem 5.58. (Fermat) Any prime p = 1 (mod 4) can be written as the 
sum of two squares. 


Proof. This follows immediately from the previous theorem and theorem 3.70. 
As the proof of theorem 3.70 is rather delicate, we provide now an alternative 
simple (but rather tricky) argument based on infinite descent. Choose an 
integer a such that p | a? + 1, which is possible by the previous theorem. 
Replacing a by its remainder when divided by p, we may assume that 0 < a < 
p. Then a? + 1 = kp for some positive integer k, with k < p. 

Let r be the smallest positive integer for which rp is the sum of two squares, 
say rp = x*+y?, with z, y nonnegative integers. The previous paragraph shows 
that r < k < p. If r = 1, we are done, so suppose that r > 1. Let 21,41 be 
integers such that |x1| < 5, |yi| < 5 and z = zı (mod r), y = yı (mod r). 
Since r | z? + y?, we can write z? + y2 = ru for some nonnegative integer u. 
If u = 0, then r | gcd(z,y), hence r? | z? +y? = rp, which is impossible, since 
1<r<p. Thus u > 0. Moreover, ru < 2. (r/2)? = r?/2, hence u < r. 
Finally, we have 


reup = (x? +y°)(2? + y?) = (wai + yy)? + (vy — yx)”, 


and zz, + yy, = 1? +4? = 0 (mod r), zy: —yzı = zy—yz = 0 (mod r). Thus 
the previous equality exhibits up as the sum of two squares. Since u < r, this 
contradicts the minimality of r and finishes the proof. Oo 
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We will give two more proofs of the previous theorem in the sequel. The 
first one uses the following very simple yet very powerful result, known as 
Thue’s lemma. 


Theorem 5.59. (Thue’s lemma) Ifa and n are relatively prime integers with 
n > 1, then there are integers x,y, not both 0, satisfying O < x,y < | vn] and 
x = +ay (mod n) (for a suitable choice of the sign +). 


Proof. Let k = | Vn], so that k? < n < (k +1)?. Consider all pairs (x,y) 
of integers with 0 < x,y < k. There are (k + 1)? > n such pairs, thus by 
the pigeonhole principle there are two different pairs (x1, yi) and (£2, y2) for 
which zı — ay; and z2 — aye give the same remainder when divided by n. 
If zı = z2, then ay; = ayz (mod n) and so yı = y2 since gcd(a,n) = 1, a 
contradiction. Thus z1 Æ x2 and, by symmetry, we may assume that 21 < q2. 
Setting x = x2 — x1 and y = |y2 — y;| yields the desired result. o 


Fermat’s theorem 5.58 is a simple consequence of theorems 5.55 and 5.59, 
as follows. Let p be a prime congruent to 1 modulo 4 and pick an integer a 
such that p | a? +1. Choose integers x,y as in Thue’s lemma (theorem 5.59 
above) with n = p. Then zx = tay (mod p), thus z? = a?y? = —y? (mod p). 
It follows that z? + y? is a positive integer which is divisible by p and smaller 
than p + p = 2p (since 0 < x,y < |,/p| < yp). Thus necessarily p = 2? + y? 
and the result follows. 

Finally, we give yet another beautiful proof of Fermat’s theorem, due to 


Zagier. Consider a prime p = 1 (mod 4) and the set 
S = {(2,y,2) E N?| z° + 4yz = p}. 


We will see below that we can define a map f : S — S such that f(f(s)) = s for 
all s € S and the equation f(x) = x has exactly one solution zọ in S. It follows 
that |S| (the number of elements of S) is odd, since we can partition S into 
pairs of the form (s, f(s)) (for s # zg) and the singleton {xo}. Consider now 
the map g : S > S sending (x,y, z) to (x, z, y). Then clearly g(g(s)) = s for all 
s € S. If the equation g(x) = x had no solution in S, then the same argument 
as above would imply that |S| is even, a contradiction. Thus we can find 
(x,y,z) € S such that g(x,y, z) = (x,y, z) and then p = x? + 4y? = z? + (2y)? 
is a sum of two squares. 
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We still need to construct the map f : S + S above. For (x,y,z) € S 
define f(x,y,z) as follows. First, note that z Æ y — z (otherwise p = (y + z)? 
is a perfect square, a contradiction) and x # 2y (otherwise p is even). Next, if 
x<y—zset f(x,y,z) = (4+2z,2,y-—x—2z), ify—z <a < 2yset f(x,y,z) = 
(2y—x, y,c—y+z) and finally, if z > 2y set f(x,y,z) = (£—2y,£z—y+z,y). A 
simple, yet tedious computation shows that f(x,y,z) € S and that f(f(s)) =s 
for all s € S. Moreover, the equation f(x,y,z) = (x,y, z) is easily seen to have 
exactly one solution: for such (z, y, z) we must have y— z < xz < 2yandz=y, 
thus z? + 4zz = p and then z = 1 = y and z= ee The theorem is therefore 
proved. 

Using Fermat’s theorem, we can finally answer the question: which positive 
integers are sums of two squares? Recall that if p is a prime, then vp(n) is the 
exponent of the prime p in the factorization of n, i.e. the largest nonnegative 
integer k for which p* | n. 


Theorem 5.60. An integer n > 1 is the sum of two squares if and only if 
Up(n) is even for all primes p = 3 (mod 4) dividing n. 


Proof. Suppose that vp(n) is even for all primes p = 3 (mod 4) dividing n. 
Thus we can write n = 2%-m?. P1---Pk, Where pj, ..., pk are primes congruent to 
1 mod 4 (not necessarily distinct) and m is a positive integer. Since 2, m? and 
each of pı, ..., pk are sums of two squares (by Fermat’s theorem), and since 
the set of sums of two squares is stable under multiplication by Lagrange’s 
identity 

(a? + b*)(c? + d) = (ac + bd)? + (ad — bc)?, 


it follows that n is a sum of two squares. 

To prove the converse, suppose that n = a? + b? for some integers a,b. 
If p = 3 (mod 4) and k = »,(n) > 1, then p? | a? + b*. By corollary 5.28, 
we obtain p | gcd(a,b). Write a = pai,b = pb). Then vp(a? + b?) = k — 2. 
If k — 2 = 0, we are done, otherwise we repeat the argument and we have 
ai = paz, b = pbz and vp(a2 + b2) = k — 4. Continuing in this way we decrease 
k at every step by 2. At some moment we must reach 0, hence k is even. O 


Example 5.61. (USA TST 2008) Solve in integers the equation z? = y” + 7. 
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Proof. Since there are no solutions for y < —1, we may assume that y+2 > 0. 
It is not difficult to see that y = 1 (mod 4). We rewrite the equation as 
x? +11? = y” +27 or equivalently 


z? +11? = (y + 2)(y® — 2y° + 4y* — 8y? + 16y? — 32y + 64). 


Since y = 1 (mod 4), we have y + 2 = 3 (mod 4), thus there exists a prime q 
such that vg(y +2) is odd. Note that q does not divide y® — 2y° + 4y4 — 8y3 + 
16y? — 32y +64, as otherwise q would divide 7-64 and x?+11?, a contradiction. 
Thus v,(y’ +2") is odd, which is impossible, as it equals vg(z7+117) and q = 3 
(mod 4). The result follows. Oo 


Example 5.62. Find the least nonnegative integer n for which there is a non- 
constant function f : Z — [0,00) such that for all integers x, y 

a) f(xy) = f(x) f(y); 

b) 2f (z? T y’) zZ f(z) a f(y) € {0, 1,2, von}. 

For this n find all functions with the above properties. 


Proof. Note first that for n = 1 there are functions satisfying a) and b). 
Indeed, for any prime p with p = 3 (mod 4) define fp : Z — [0, 00) by fp(x) = 
0 if p|z and fp(x) = 1, otherwise. Then a) follows from the fact that if play 
then p|z or ply. On the other hand p|xz?+y? iff p|x and ply (by corollary 5.28), 
and this implies b). 

Suppose now that f is a nonconstant function that satisfies a) and b) with 
n=0. Then 2f(x? + y*) = f(x) + f(y) and hence 


2f(x)? = 2f (2°) = 2f(x? + 0) = f(x) + f(0). 


In particular, f(0)? = f(0). If f(0) = 1 then a) implies that f is the constant 
function 1, so f(0) = 0. Consequently 2f(x)* = f(x) for every x € Z. This 
together with a) imply that f(x)? = f(x?) = 2f(x?)? = 2f (x)*. In particular, 
2f(x)? Æ 1 for all z and therefore f is the zero function, a contradiction. So 
n = 1 is the least integer with required properties. 

We will prove now that if n = 1, then each nonconstant function f satisfy- 
ing a) and b) is of the form fp, or the function equal to 1 at nonzero integers 
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and 0 at 0. We already know that f(0) =0. Since f(1)? = f(1) and f(1) =0 
would make f identically zero and therefore constant, we have f(1) = 1. Also, 


2f (2)? — f(x) = 2f(a? + 0) — f(x) — f(0) € {0,1} 


for all x € Z, thus f(x) € {0,1} for all x. (The third possibility f(x) = 4 


is excluded since it would make f(z”) = 4, an excluded value.) We have 


f(-1)? = f(1) = 1, so f(-1) = 1. Then f(-x) = f(—1)f(z) = f(x) and it 
follows from a) that it suffices to find f(p) for any prime p. Suppose there is 
x >0 with f(x) =0. Since x Æ 1 it follows that for some prime divisor p of x 
we have f(p) = 0. Suppose that there is another prime q for which f(q) = 0. 
Then 2f(p? +q?) € {0,1} shows that f(p? +q?) = 0. Hence for all integers a 
and b we have 


0 = 2f(a? + b°) f(p? + 4°) = 2f ((ap + bg)” + (aq — bp)”). 


On the other hand 0 < f(x) + f(y) < 2f(z? + y?) and the above identities 
show that f(ap + bq) = f (aq — bp) = 0. But p and q are relatively prime and 
by Bézout’s lemma there are integers a and b such that aq — bp = 1. Then 
1 = f(1) = f(aq — bp) = 0, a contradiction. So, there is only one prime p 
for which f(p) = 0. Suppose that p = 2. Then f(x) = 0 for x even and 
2f (£? + y2) = 0 for z,y odd. Hence f(x) = f(y) = 0 for all odd z and y, 
a contradiction since f is not constant. Suppose that p = 1 (mod 4) and 
write p = a? +b? for some positive integers a,b (which is possible by Fermat’s 
theorem). Then f(a) = f(b) = 0, but max(a,b) > 1 and there is a prime q 
that divides it. Therefore f(g) = 0, a contradiction since q < p. Hence p = 3 
(mod 4) and we have that f(x) = 0 if x is divisible by p and f(x) = 1 if not. 
Hence f = fp. o 


Example 5.63. Find all functions f : N > Z with the properties: 
i) f(a) > f(b) whenever a divides b; 
ii) f(ab) + f(a? +8?) = f(a) + f(b) for all a,b € N. 


Proof. By considering the function f(x)— f(1), we may assume that f(1) = 0, 
so f(n) < 0 for all n by the first condition. The second condition with b = 1, 
then reads f(a? + 1) = f(1) = 0 and in particular f(2) = 0. 
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We prove next that f(p) = 0 for all primes p = 1 (mod 4). Indeed, take 
such a prime p and consider a positive integer a such that pla? + 1 (it exists 
by theorem 5.55). Then f(p) > f(a? +1) = f(1) = 0. Since f(p) < 0, we 
deduce that f(p) = 0. 

Next, we observe that if f(a) = f(b) = 0, then f(ab) + f(a? + b*) = 0 and 
f (ab), f(a? +82) < 0, hence f(ab) = 0. It follows immediately from this and 
the previous paragraph that f(n) = 0 whenever n is a product of primes (not 
necessarily distinct) congruent to 1 mod 4. 

Suppose now that gcd(a,b) = 1. Then a? + b? is a product of primes 
congruent to 1 mod 4, except for a possible power of 2. 

Since we saw that f(2) = 0, the same argument as in the previous para- 
graph shows that f(a? +b?) = 0 and so f(ab) = f(a) + f(b). 

We compute next f(p*) for a prime p. We saw that if f(a) = f(b) = 0 
then f(ab) = 0, so f(p*) = 0 if p = 2 or if p = 1 (mod 4), so we may assume 
that p = 3 (mod 4). By taking b = a* in the second relation and using 
that f(a") > f(a*t+) and f(a) > f(a? +a), we deduce that both of these 
inequalities are equalities and so f(a*) = f(a**1) for all a and k. We conclude 
that f(p*) = f(p). 

Putting everything together we deduce that if n = p*...pkr for some dis- 
tinct primes p1, ...,p, and kı, ..., kr positive integers, then f(n) = f(p1)+...+ 
f(pr) and each f(p;) is 0 if p; = 2 or p; = 1 (mod 4). This determines f 
uniquely if we fix the values of f(p) for all primes p = 3 (mod 4). This gives 
us a family of solutions and we will check now that we can allow arbitrary 
values at these primes. 

So, choose any function g defined on the set of primes p = 3 (mod 4) and 
define f(1) = f(2) = 0 and f(p) = g(p) if p = 3 (mod 4), f(p) = 0 for the 
other primes p and extend f to all positive integers by 


F.t) = f(pi) +... + f (pr): 


We have to check that f is a solution. But the first relation is clear and 
the second one follows by considering the prime factorization of a, b, gcd(a, b) 
and using the fact that for gcd(a,b) = 1 the prime factors of a? + b? are all 
congruent 2 or 1 (mod 4), on which f vanishes. o 
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5.3 Lagrange’s theorem and applications 


5.3.1 The number of solutions of polynomial congruences 


Fermat’s little theorem has the striking consequence that for any prime p 
the polynomial X? — X has p different zeros modulo p, namely 0,1,...,p — 1. 
There is another polynomial having such zeros, namely X(X —1)...(X —p+1). 
Of course, X? — X and X(X —1)...(X —p+1) are not equal as polynomials. In 
this section we will define a congruence relation for polynomials with integer 
coefficients and we will prove that X? — X and X(X — 1)...(X — p + 1) are 
congruent modulo p. Using this, we will study the map x +> z? (mod p) when 
d is a positive integer and p is a prime. This study will play a key role in the 
last chapter. 

Let us start by introducing a congruence relation between polynomials. We 
denote by Z[X] the set of polynomials with integer coefficients. The following 
definition should not be a great surprise for the reader. 


Definition 5.64. Let n be an integer and let f,g € Z[X]. We say that f and 
g are congruent modulo n and write f = g (mod n) if all coefficients of the 
polynomial f — g are multiples of n, in other words, if there is h € Z[X] such 
that f —g=nh. 


We note straight away one common mistake: if f = g (mod n) then clearly 
f(x) = g(x) (mod n) for all integers x. However, the converse does not hold: 
take f = X? + X and g = 2, then f(x) = g(x) =0 (mod 2) for all integers z, 
however f is not congruent to g modulo 2, since the coefficients of X? +X —2 
are not all even. 

As an example, the polynomials X (X —1)(X —2) and X—X are congruent 
modulo 3 since the coefficients of their difference 


(X? — X)— X(X —1)(X —2) =3X(X 1) 


are multiples of 3. On the other hand, X? — X and X(X — 1)(X — 2) are not 
congruent modulo n for any n > 1 different from 3. 

Just as for integers, one can immediately prove the following formal prop- 
erties of congruences for polynomials. We leave the simple proofs to the reader. 
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Proposition 5.65. For all polynomials f,g,h,k € Z[X] and all n we have 
a) f = f (mod n). 
b) If f =g (mod n), then g = f (mod n). 
c) If f =g (mod n) and g =h (mod n), then f =h (mod n). 
d) If f =g (mod n) andh=k (mod n), then f +h =g+k (mod n) and 
fh = gk (mod n). 


Example 5.66. Prove that for all f,g € Z[X] and all primes p we have 
(f+g)?=f?+g9? (modp) and f(X} = f(X?) (mod p). 

Proof. The first congruence follows directly from the binomial formula 

p-1 p 

Fros Pir +>, (e) ae 

k=1 
and the fact that p | £) for 1 < k < p— 1. For the second congruence, write 
f(X) = ao+a1X +... +an X”. Applying repeatedly the first congruence yields 
f(X)? = (ao + aX +... + an X”) = ab + (aX)? +... + (an X") (mod p). 


Using Fermat’s little theorem we obtain a? = a; (mod p), and the result fol- 
lows. O 


The next very useful result extends the usual property of primes (if p 
divides ab then p divides a or b) to polynomials. 


Theorem 5.67. (Gauss’ lemma for polynomials) Let p be a prime and let 
f.g be polynomials with integer coefficients such that f -g =0 (mod p). Then 
f =0 (mod p) or g =0 (mod p). 


Proof. Assume that this is not the case and write 
f(X) =ao +a X +... +aqXt, g=bo+b1X +... +beX° 


for some integers ao, ..., Qd, bo, ..-, be. Let i be the smallest nonnegative integer 
for which p does not divide a; (i exists since by assumption f is not congruent 
to 0 modulo p). Similarly, let j be the smallest nonnegative integer for which 


5.3. Lagrange’s theorem and applications 261 


p does not divide bj. The coefficient of X**9 in f(X)g(X) is Dusonitj Gubv 
and by assumption it is divisible by p. On the other hand, ifu+v=i+ j and 
(u,v) # (i,j), then u < i or v < j, thus a,b, is divisible by p. It follows that 


0= Ds dyby = a;b; (mod p), 
u+v=i+j 


which contradicts the fact that a; and b; are not divisible by p. The result 
follows. 0 


The fundamental link between congruences of polynomials and solutions 
of polynomial congruences is the following 


Theorem 5.68. Let a be an integer and let f € Z[X]. Then f(a) = 0 
(mod n) if and only if there is g € Z[X] such that f(X) = (X — a)g(X) 
(mod n). Moreover, if this is the case then we can choose g of degree less than 
or equal to deg(f) — 1. 


Proof. Suppose first that such g exists. By definition there is a polynomial h 
with integer coefficients such that f(X) = (X —a)g(X)+nh(X). Plugging in 
X =a yields f(a) = nh(a) = 0 (mod n). Suppose conversely that f(a) = 0 
(mod n). Write f(X) = co + cX +... + cqgX?@ for some integers co, ...,cq and 
note that 


F(X) — f(a) = a (X — a) + c2(X? — a?) +... + ea(X4 — a°) = (X — a)g( X), 
with 

g(X) = cy + ce(X +a) +... + cg(XF1 +... 4.07), 
a polynomial with integer coefficients of degree less than or equal to d — 1. 


Since f(X) — (X — a)g(X) = f(a) and f(a) = 0 (mod n), we have f(X) = 
(X —a)g(X) (mod n) and we are done. o 


We can establish now the following very important result, which is the mod 
p analogue of the fact that any nonzero polynomial f with complex coefficients 
has at most deg f distinct roots. 
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Theorem 5.69. (Lagrange) Let p be a prime and let f be a polynomial with 
integer coefficients. If at least one of the coefficients of f is not a multiple 
of p (in other words if f is not congruent to 0 mod p), then the congruence 
f(z) =0 (mod p) has at most deg f solutions. 


Proof. We prove this by induction on the degree d of f. The case d = 0 being 
clear, assume that the result holds for d and let us prove it for d+ 1. Let 
f € Z[X] be a polynomial of degree d+ 1 which is not congruent to 0 mod p. 
If the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) has no solutions, we are done, so assume 
that this is not the case and pick a solution a. The previous theorem shows the 
existence of a polynomial g € Z[X] such that f(X) = (X — a)g(X) (mod p) 
and deg(g) < d. Note that g is not 0 mod p, since f is not 0 mod p. Thus 
by the inductive hypothesis the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod p) has at most d 
solutions. Since each solution of the congruence f(z) = 0 (mod p) is either a 
or a solution of the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod p) (this crucially uses the fact 
that p is a prime, contrary to all previous arguments), the result follows. O 


Remark 5.70. The result is completely false for congruences f(x) = 0 (mod n), 
where n is composite. For instance the congruence z? = x (mod 6) has 6 
solutions, yet the polynomial X? — X is certainly not congruent to 0 mod 6. 


The following very useful result is an immediate consequence of Fermat’s 
little theorem and Lagrange’s theorem. 


Theorem 5.71. For all primes p we have 
XP?-1_ 1 =(X —1)(X —2)..(X —p+1) (mod p). 


Proof. Let f be the difference between the left-hand side and the right-hand 
side. Then deg f < p— 2, since X?~! — 1 and (X — 1)...(X — p + 1) are monic 
of degree p — 1. On the other hand Fermat’s little theorem yields f(i) = 0 
(mod p) for 1 < i < p—1, hence by Lagrange’s theorem f = 0 (mod p), as 
desired. Oo 


The previous theorem encodes a large family of congruences, among which 
is Wilson’s theorem (p — 1)!+1=0 (mod p). Indeed, this follows by looking 
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at the constant terms of the polynomials appearing in the previous theorem. 
By looking at the coefficient of X?-!~* with 1 < i < p—1, we obtain 
> kiko...kj =0 (mod p). 
1<ki<ke<...<ki<p 
The following rather interesting examples illustrate the power of the pre- 
vious theorems. 


Example 5.72. (Romania TST 2001) Find all pairs (m,n) of positive integers, 
with m,n > 2, such that a” — 1 is divisible by m for each a € {1,2,3,...,n}. 


Proof. Let p be a prime factor of m, so that p | a” —1 for 1 <a<n. Ifp<n, 
we obtain p | p” — 1, a contradiction. Thus p > n+1. It follows that 1,2,...,n 
are pairwise distinct solutions of the polynomial congruence z” = 1 (mod p). 
Thus the polynomial congruence 


xz” —-1-(x2-1)...(c-—n) =0 (mod p) 
has degree at most n—1 and at least n different solutions. Lagrange’s theorem 
implies that 
X”—1=(X-1)\(X-2)...(X-—-n) (mod p). 
Considering the coefficients of X”—1, we deduce that p | n(n) Since p > n, 
the only possibility is p = n + 1. In particular, n + 1 is a prime p > 2 and 
m has a unique prime factor, namely p. We will show that p? cannot divide 


aP-1 — 1 for all 1 < a < p — 1, establishing therefore that m = p. Indeed, note 
that 


adh iy el? =i dS odp) 
and so p? does not divide (p — 1)?=! — 1. m 


Example 5.73. (Iran TST 2011) Let p be a prime, k a positive integer and let 
f € Z[X] such that p* divides f(x) for all z € Z. If k < p, prove that there 
are polynomials go, g1, ---, 9k € Z[X] such that 


k 
F(X) = So P(X? — XY - gi(X). 
i=0 
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Proof. We will prove this result by induction on k. Suppose first that k = 1 
and write f(X) = (X? — X)q(X) + r(X) for some polynomials q,r € Z[X] 
such that degr < p (this is possible since X? — X is monic). The hypothesis 
combined with Fermat’s little theorem show that p | r(x) for all integers z. 
Since degr < p, Lagrange’s theorem yields r = 0 (mod p) and the result 
follows. 

Let us prove the inductive step. Assume that the result holds for k, that 
k+1 < pand that pt! divides f(x) for all x. By the inductive hypothesis 
there are polynomials g; € Z[X] such that 


k 
F(X) = X (X? — XY - gi(X). 
i=0 


If z and z are any integers and if y = (an integer by Fermat’s little 


x?-r 
theorem), the binomial formula gives ý 
(a + pz)? — (z + pz) = ply- z) (mod p°), 
therefore 
k Y k . 
f(a +pz)= X p(y — 2)'gi(x + pz) = X (y — 2)*gi(x) (mod p***). 
i=0 i=0 
We conclude that p divides Sea (y — z)*g;(x) for any x and z, and replacing 
z with y — z, it follows that }`>%o z‘g;(2) = 0 (mod p) for all integers z and z. 
Since k < p, Lagrange’s theorem yields g;(x) = 0 (mod p) for all i and all z. 
Applying the base case, we can find h;, r; € Z[X] such that 


Gi(X) = (X? — X)hi(X) + pri(X). 
Replacing these expressions in f(X) = $o p*—*(X? — X)*-g;(X) finishes the 
O 


inductive step. 


Example 5.74. (USA TST 2009) Let p > 5 be a prime and let a, b, c be integers 
such that p does not divide (a — b)(b — c)(c — a). Let i,j,k > 0 be integers 
such that p — 1 | i+ j + and such that for all integers x 


p | (£ — a)(x — b)(x — ©) [(x — a) (z — b) (a — ¢)* — 1]. 
Prove that the numbers 7,7, k are divisible by p — 1. 
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Proof. Using Fermat’s little theorem, we may replace i, j, k with their remain- 
ders mod p — 1, without affecting the hypothesis or the conclusion. Thus we 
may assume that 0 < i,j,k < p—1 and need to prove that i = j = k = 0. 
Assume that this is not the case. Since p—1 | i+ j + k, we deduce that 
i+j+k = p-—1 or Ap-—1). Ifi+j+k = 2(p-— 1), we replace each 
x € {i,j,k} with p— 1 — z, which does not change the hypothesis or the con- 
clusion. Thus we may assume that i + j + k = p — 1. Finally, we may assume 
that i = max(t, j, k). 
Multiplying the congruence 


(x — a)(x — b)(x — c)|(z — a) (z — b) (z - c) -1]=0 (mod p) 
by (2 — a)Ît¥ and using Fermat’s little theorem, we obtain 
f(z) = (x — a)(x — b)(« — c)|(z — b} (z — c)! — (z - a)}+*]=0 (mod p). 
for all x. Since p > 5, we have 


2(p — 1) 
3 


deg(f) <3+j+k-1<2+ <p 


and so Lagrange’s theorem yields f(X) 
theorem 5.67, we obtain 


0 (mod p). Combining this with 


(X -b (X —c)* = (X —a)t® (mod p). 


Since į < p—1 and i+j +k = p—1, we have j +k # 0, thus (X —b)(X—c)* 
vanishes at b or c. We deduce that p divides (b — a)J+* or (c — a)ft*, which 
contradicts the hypothesis. Thus 1 = j = k = 0 and the result follows. o 


Example 5.75. (China TST 2009) Prove the existence of a number c > 0 such 
that for any prime p there are at most cp?/3 positive integers n for which p 
divides n! + 1. 


Proof. Let p > 2 be a prime and let 1 < ny < no < ... < Nm < p be all 
solutions of the congruence n! = —1 (mod p) (note that if p | n! + 1 then 
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n < p). We may assume that m > 1, otherwise we are done. Combining the 
congruences n;! = —1 (mod p) and n41! = —1 (mod p) yields 


(nj + 1)(n; + 2) Aree (ni + N41 — ni) =1 (mod p). 
Lagrange’s theorem shows that for each 1 < k < p the congruence 
(x+1)(a4+2)...(c+k)=1 (mod p) 


has at most k solutions. We deduce that for each 1 < k < p there are at most 
k indices į such that nj41 — n; = k. This is the key point of the proof, the 
remaining part of the argument being purely combinatorial. 

Choose a positive integer j such that 


G+)G+2), 4 U FI 
2 =a 2 


Since for any k € {1,2,...,p — 1} the equation ni+ı — ni = k has at most k 
solutions į and since m > i+) = oe j, we deduce that when the differences 
Ni+1 — N; are written in ascending order, the first is at least 1, the next two 
are at least 2, and so on, each time the next i differences are at least i. It 
follows that 


ace —m)>?4+2?+4..47= OF VCITY 
i=1 
and so l 
P> Nnm- n ce 
In particular, p > È and j < (3p)!⁄3. Since m < (j +1)? < 4j2, the result 
follows. m 


5.3.2 The congruence x4 = 1 (mod p) 


After this series of examples, we come back to more theoretical issues. 
An immediate consequence of Lagrange’s theorem is the following innocent- 
looking but nontrivial result. 
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Corollary 5.76. Let p be a prime and let k be a positive integer such that 
z? =1 (mod p) for all integers x which are not multiples of p. Then p—1| k. 
Proof. Let d = gcd(k, p—1), then d | p—1 and moreover for all x not divisible 
by p we have zf = 1 (mod p) (since x* = 1 (mod p) by assumption and 
zP-! = 1 (mod p) by Fermat’s little theorem). Thus the congruence z? = 


(mod p) has at least p — 1 solutions. Lagrange’s theorem yields d > p — 1. 
Since d = gcd(k, p — 1), the result follows. O 


We obtain now immediately the following very important and useful con- 
gruence (which is not very easy to prove directly). 


Corollary 5.77. a) If j is a positive integer, not divisible by p — 1, then 
1+2 +...+(p—-1}=0 (mod p). 
b) If f is a polynomial with integer coefficients and deg(f) < p — 1, then 
f(0)+ f(1)+..+f(p-—1)=0 (mod p). 

Proof. a) By the previous corollary we can choose an integer x which is not 
divisible by p and such that p does not divide x — 1. Let S = 1f +2 +... + 
(p — 1). Since the remainders of z, 2z,...,(p — 1)x when divided by p are a 
permutation of 1,2, ...,p — 1, we obtain 
aS =a) + (22) +... + ((p—1)z¥ = 14427 +..4(p—1 =S (mod p), 
thus p divides S(x — 1).Since p does not divide zf — 1, the result follows. 

b) Write f(X) = ap + a,X 4+... +a gX¢ for some integers ao,...,ag and 
d<p-—1. Then 
f(O)+F(1)+...+f(p—1) = pag+ai(1+2+...+(p—1))+...+ag(12+...+(p—1)4). 


By part a) each of the sums 1+. 2+...+ (p—1),..., 1¢+...4+(p—1)? is divisible 
by p. The result follows. O 
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Before illustrating the previous results with some concrete examples, we 
would like to discuss in more detail the congruence zf = 1 (mod p) where d 
is a positive integer and p is a prime. This will play a crucial role in chapter 
6. For this note that we can always reduce the study to the case d | p — 1, 
since the congruence zf = 1 (mod p) has exactly the same solutions as the 
congruence «8°4(47—-1) = 1 (mod p) (by Fermat’s little theorem and the fact 
that gcd(x? — 1, 2?-1 — 1) = 28°4(4P-1) _ 1). Again, Fermat’s little theorem 
combined with Lagrange’s theorem easily yield the following result. 


Theorem 5.78. Let p be a prime and let d be a positive divisor of p—1. Then 
the congruence z? = 1 (mod p) has exactly d solutions. 


Proof. Since d | p — 1, we can find a polynomial with integer coefficients 
f(X) such that X?-! — 1 = (X4—1)f(X) (explicitly, f(X) = 1 + X¢4+...4 
X CT -D4), By Fermat’s little theorem the congruence z?~! = 1 (mod p) has 
p — 1 solutions. Each solution of this congruence is a solution of one of the 
congruences r? = 1 (mod p) and f(x) =0 (mod p). By Lagrange’s theorem, 
these two congruences have at most d, respectively p — 1 — d solutions. Since 
in total they have p— 1 = d+ p — 1 — d solutions, we deduce that the first one 
has d solutions and the second one p — 1 — d solutions. The result follows. O 


Let us illustrate the previous results with some concrete examples. 


Example 5.79. A Carmichael number is a positive integer n such that n|a” —a 
for any integer a. 

a) Prove that n is a Carmichael number if and only if n is squarefree and 
p — 1 divides n — 1 for any prime p dividing n. 

b) Find all Carmichael numbers of the form 3pq with p,q primes. 


Proof. a) Suppose that n is a Carmichael number, then n divides p” — p for 
any prime p. Thus if p | n, p* cannot divide n (otherwise we would obtain 
p? | p” — p and then p? | p). Thus n is squarefree. Next, if p | n is a prime 
then p | a"~! — 1 for any a relatively prime to p and so p—1|n—1 by corollary 
5.76. The converse follows from example 5.3. 

b) By part a) we obtain that 3, p,q are distinct and that p — 1|3pq — 1 and 
q— 1|3pq — 1. The first congruence implies that p — 1|3q — 1, while the second 
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yields q — 1|3p — 1. We may assume that p > q, so that 3q — 1 < 3(p — 1). 
Thus either p — 1 = 3q — 1 (impossible, as p # 3) or 2(p — 1) = 3q — 1. So 
2p = 3q + 1 and since q — 1|3p + 1, we immediately obtain that q — 1|9q + 1. 
This forces q — 1|10 and we easily infer that q = 11 and p = 17. Thus n = 561 
is the only Carmichael number of the form 3pq. O 


Example 5.80. (Romania TST 2008) Let n be an integer greater than 1. Com- 
pute the greatest common divisor of the numbers 2” — 2,3” — 3, ..., n” — n for 
given n. 


Proof. For n = 2 the answer is 2, so assume that n > 2. Let 
d = gcd(2” — 2,...,n” — n) 


and let p be a prime factor of d. If p > n, then the congruence of degree n x” = 
x (mod p) has pairwise distinct solutions 0,1, ..., n modulo p, a contradiction 
with Lagrange’s theorem. Thus p < n. In particular d | p” —p and so p? cannot 
divide d. Next, p | a”! — 1 for all a relatively prime to p, since p | a” — a for 
1<a<nandn>p. Corollary 5.76 gives p— 1 | n— 1. Conversely, if p is a 
prime such that p — 1 | n — 1 then p | a” — a for all integers a and so p | d. In 
other words, we have just proved that 


d= ff v o 


p—1|n—1 


Example 5.81. (IMO 1997 Shortlist) Let p be a prime and let f be a polynomial 
with integer coefficients such that f(0) = 0, f(1) = 1 and f(x) is congruent 
to 0 or 1 modulo p for all integers x. Prove that deg(f) > p—1. 


Proof. Assuming the contrary, corollary 5.77 yields 
f(0)+ f@Q)+...+f(@—-1)=0 (mod p). 


But the left-hand side is congruent to a sum of zeros and ones by assumption, 
and there is at least one zero and at least one 1 in this sum. It is thus 
impossible to get a multiple of p. o 
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Example 5.82. (Mathematical Reflections O 21) Find the least degree of a 
nonconstant polynomial f with integer coefficients having the property that 
f(0), f(1),...; f(p — 1) are all perfect (p — 1)th powers. 


Proof. Let f be such a polynomial and write f(i) = x? Z1 for some integers 
T0, +++) Lp—1. By Fermat’s little theorem we deduce that f(i) is congruent to 0 
or 1 mod p for all 0 <i < p— 1. Assume that deg f < p — 1, then corollary 
5.77 gives 

f(0)+ f(1) +...+ f(@—1) =0 (mod p) 


and since each of the numbers f(0),..., f(p — 1) is congruent to 0 or 1 mod p 
we deduce that f(0),..., f(p—1) are all congruent to 0 mod p or all congruent 
to 1 mod p. Thus there is € € {0,1} such that the congruence f(r) = e 
(mod p) has at least p solutions, which contradicts Lagrange’s theorem. Thus 
deg f > p— 1. Since f(X) = X?—! obviously satisfies the required properties, 
we conclude that the answer is p — 1. O 


Example 5.83. (Giuga) Let n be an integer greater than 1. Prove that 
n | 11 pot pp (n — 1) 
if and only if for every prime divisor p of n, 
n n 
p|——1 and p-1|--1 
| p | p 


Proof. Let p be a prime divisor of n. Let us see when p divides 1 + S, where 
S=17% 149714 ...4(n—-1)""1. Write n = kp for a positive integer k. Then 
each nonzero remainder modulo p appears exactly k times among 1, 2,...,n—1, 
hence 

1+SS1+k0 42? 7 4... + (p 1)? . 


By corollary 5.77 the number 1”~! + 2”-! + ... + (p — 1)"—? is congruent to 
0 modulo p if p — 1 does not divide n — 1, and it is congruent to —1 modulo 
p otherwise. We conclude that p | 1+ S if and only if p — 1 divides n — 1 
(equivalent to p—1| 5-1) andp|k-1=4%-1. 

This already proves one implication: if n divides 1+ S, then p—1|n-—1 
and p | > — 1 for all p | n. Conversely, suppose that these conditions are 
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satisfied. Since p | 2 — 1 for all p | n, it follows that n is squarefree. Hence n 
divides 1+ S if and only if p|1+S for any p | n. By the first paragraph, this 
is true, which concludes the proof. o 


Remark 5.84. Giuga’s conjecture is that the only numbers satisfying the previ- 
ous divisibility are the prime numbers. Note that the condition p— 1 | Z — 1 is 
equivalent to p—1 | n—1, in other words any number satisfying the divisibility 
is a Carmichael number. Let us call n > 1 a Giuga number if n is composite 
and p | 7 — 1 for all prime divisors p of n (which implies that n is squarefree). 
We can rephrase Giuga’s conjecture as saying that no Giuga number is also a 
Carmichael number. The first Giuga numbers are 


30, 858 = 2 - 3 - 11 - 13, 1722 =2-3-7-41,... 
and there are also monster Giuga numbers such as 
2-3- 11 - 23 - 31 - 47059 - 2259696349 - 110725121051. 


It is not known if there are infinitely many Giuga numbers. An excellent 
exercise for the reader is to check the equivalence of the following statements: 

a) n is a Giuga number; 

b) 120 + 220 +... + (n — 1)?™ = —1 (mod n); 

c) an 7 = [lpn A is a positive integer. 

A beautiful exposition of these results (and many others) can be found in 
the article "Giuga’s conjecture on primality", by D. Borwein, J. M. Borwein, 
P. B. Borwein and R. Girgensohn, published in the American Mathematical 
Monthly, vol. 103, No 1, 1996. 


We give now a more conceptual proof of example 5.44, based on corollary 
5.77. 


Example 5.85. (Lerch’s congruence) Prove that for all odd primes p we have 
P24 9P-1 44 (p—1)P 1 =p4+(p—1)! (mod p°). 


Proof. Let us write 


p-1 
f(X) = [[(x — i) = XP 14a, XP 7+... + 01X +a 
i=1 
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for some integers do, ...,@p—2. Since by theorem 5.71 

p-1 

ues —i)=X?"!_1 (mod p), 

i=1 


we have p | a1, ...,@p—2 and ao = (p — 1)!. Next observe that 


p-1 —1 p-2 
o= f) =P 14+ do y +27 +...4+(p—1)). 
i=1 i=1 j=0 


Since 1 +25 +... + (p— 1) = 0 (mod p) for 1 < j < p—2 (by corollary 5.77), 
all terms a;(1Í + 27 +... + (p—1)’) with 1 < j < p — 2 are multiples of p?. It 
follows that 


1-14 9P-1 4... + (p— 1)! = ~(p—1)(p—1)! (mod p°). 
It suffices therefore to prove that 
—(p—1)(p—1)!=p+(p—-1)! (mod p°), 


which reduces to (p — 1)! = —1 (mod p), i.e. Wilson’s theorem. O 


5.3.3 The Chevalley-Warning theorem 


We will prove now a stunningly beautiful result about the number of so- 
lutions of some systems of polynomial congruences, known as the Chevalley- 
Warning theorem. This will require the next result, which is a simple but 
rather powerful multi-variable version of corollary 5.77. 


Corollary 5.86. Let F € Z[Xj,...,Xn] be a polynomial with integer coef- 
ficients in the variables Xj,...,Xn and let p be a prime such that deg F < 
n(p—1). Then 


> F(,...,tn) =O (mod p). 
(x1,...,2n)€{0,1,....p—1}” 
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Proof. The polynomial F' is a linear combination with integer coefficients of 
monomials of the form X}...X!" with i1 + ...+%n < n(p — 1), since deg F < 
n(p — 1) by assumption. Thus it suffices to prove the result for each such 
monomial, i.e. that 


5y ai...2i* =0 (mod p) 
(@1,-..,%n)€{0,1,...,9—1}” 


whenever 71, ..., În are nonnegative integers with 71+... + in < n(p— 1). Since 


p-1 
D pat = (Eat) (a). 
TE ee a zı=0 Tn= 


it is enough to prove that p | pr zi for some j € {1,2,...,n}. But since 
i1 +... + in < n(p — 1), there is some j for which i; < p — 1 and for this j we 
have p | ae, xti by corollary 5.77. o 


We are now ready to prove the following result, which was conjectured by 
Artin. 


Theorem 5.87. (Chevalley- Warning) Let p be a prime and let k and n be 
positive integers. Let fi,..., fk be polynomials with integer coefficients in the 
variables X1, ..., Xn, such that 


k 
n> yo deg fis 
i=1 


Then the number of n-tuples (£1, ..., £n) € {0,1,...,.p —1}" such that 


falti, En) = fo(x1,..-,2n) =... = fe(21,..-,)2n) =O (mod p) 
is a multiple of p. 


Proof. The following proof is rather magical. Consider the polynomial 


=(1- fp") — Aae 
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and note that by assumption deg F < (p—1)n. The key observation is that 
for any x = (£1, ..., £n) € {0, 1, ...,p — 1}” the simultaneous congruences 


fi(z) = falz) =... = fe(z) =0 (mod p) 


are equivalent to the single congruence F(x) = 1 (mod p). Indeed, by Fer- 
mat’s little theorem f;(z)?~! = 1 (mod p) unless f;(z) = 0 (mod p), thus 
F(x) =0 (mod p) unless f;(z) =0 (mod p) for all 1 < i < k. 

Now, let N be the number of n-tuples (21, ...,2n) € {0,1,...,p — 1}” such 
that F(2x1,...,%n) = 1 (mod p). Then clearly 


5 F(21,...,2n)=N (mod p), 
(x1,...,0n)€{0,1,....p—1}” 


thus it suffices to prove that the left-hand side is a multiple of p. But this is 
the content of corollary 5.86. o 


A very useful (yet straightforward) consequence of the Chevalley-Warning 
theorem is the following result, which guarantees the existence of nontrivial 
solutions to systems of polynomial congruences, as long as these systems have 
enough unknowns and a trivial solution. 


Corollary 5.88. Under the assumptions of the Chevalley- Warning theorem, 
if fi(0,...,0) = 0 for alli then the system 


fi(ai,.--,2n) = fo(z1,...,2n) =... = fk(£1, En) =O (mod p) 
has a solution (z1, ..., £n) with at least one x; not divisible by p. 


Proof. The Chevalley-Warning theorem says that the number of solutions of 
the system is divisible by p. The assumption that f;(0,...,0) = 0 ensures 
that (0,0,...,0) is a solution of the system. It follows that the system has a 
solution different from this one, which finishes the proof. o 


Example 5.89. Let p be a prime and let a,b,c be integers. Prove that there 
are integers x,y,z, not all divisible by p, such that p | ax? + by? + cz?. 


Proof. This is an immediate consequence of corollary 5.88. o 
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We have already proved the result below in example 4.39, but the proof 
given there was not very natural. We give now a very conceptual proof based 
on the Chevalley-Warning theorem (more precisely on corollary 5.88). 


Example 5.90. (Erdés-Ginzburg-Ziv) Let p be a prime. Prove that among any 
2p — 1 integers there are p whose sum is a multiple of p. 


Proof. Applying corollary 5.88 to 


2p—1 2p—1 
fi(X) = Y uX, X= Y xP 
i=1 i=l 


yields the existence of (x1,...,Z2p-1) € {0,1,...,p — 1}??~} such that not all 
x;’s are multiples of p and 


fi(1,.--,Vap-1) = fo(a1,...,22p-1) =0 (mod p). 
Choosing I = {i| x; 4 0 (mod p)}, Fermat’s little theorem yields 
S>a;=0 (modp), X`1=0 (mod p). 
iel icI 
The second congruence and the inequalities 1 < |I| < 2p — 1 yield |I| = p. 


Thus (a;)icr satisfy all requirements. o 


Remark 5.91. The result still holds without the assumption that p is a prime, 
but the case of primes is the most difficult. See the reduction to the case of a 
prime given in the proof of example 4.39. 


Example 5.92. (Zimmerman) a) Let p be a prime and let a1, ..., @2p—1 be inte- 
gers. If I is a subset of {1, ..., 2p — 1} with p elements, let Sr = J jez i. Prove 
that 


o =0 (mod p), 
I 


the sum being taken over all subsets J with p elements of {1, 2, ..., 2p — 1}. 
b) Deduce a new proof of the Erdös-Ginzburg-Ziv theorem. 
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Proof. a) Let S be the left-hand side. Brutally expanding each ae we see 
that we can write 

kop— 
S = 5 E E: A gg 


ki,....kap-12>0 
k1+...+kap-1=p—1 


for some integers Cp,,...,42,-1- Let us fix a monomial aca and analyze 
which subsets I contribute to this monomial. Note that at most p — 1 of the 
k,’s are positive, say precisely j of them are positive. Now I contributes to 
this monomial if and only if it contains all the positive k;, and all such I have 
the same contribution. There are (7?-'-4) sets I with p elements, containing 
the positive k;’s. Note that this last binomial coefficient is a multiple of p (for 
instance by Lucas’ theorem). It follows that the coefficient of each af! aa 
is a multiple of p, and the result follows. 

b) Let ai,...,d@2p-1 be integers and use the notations of the previous exer- 
cise. We need to prove that some S7 is a multiple of p. Assuming that this is 
not the case, it follows from Fermat’s little theorem and the previous exercise 


that 
2p-—1 
3 )=0 (mod p). 


This is absurd, since (o | (p + 1)(p + 2)...(p + p — 1) and so it is not a 
multiple of p. o 


We end this section with a more challenging application of the Chevalley- 
Warning theorem. 


Example 5.93. (IMO Shortlist 2003) Let p be a prime number and let A be a 
set of positive integers such that: 

a) the set of prime divisors of the elements of A consists of p — 1 elements 
and 

b) for any nonempty subset of A, the product of its elements is not a 
perfect p-th power. 

What is the largest possible number of elements of A? 
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Proof. It is not difficult to see that A can have (p— 1)? elements: pick pairwise 
distinct primes q1, ...,¢p—1 and let the elements of A be 


1+p 1+p(p—2) 1+p 1+p(p—2) 
91591 yee VN se Ip—1) Ip—19 +s p—1 . 


Clearly A has (p— 1)? elements and satisfies a). To see that A satisfies b), pick 
a nonempty subset B of A and choose a prime factor q; of [Isep 2. Suppose 
that p” PID aas Tei 7k are all elements of B that are divisible by q;, then the 
exponent of q; in the prime factorization of [Jpeg x is 


v (IÍ z) = k + p(z1 +... + 2x) 
zeB 


and this is clearly not divisible by p since 1 < k < p — 1. Thus [[pep z% is not 
a perfect pth power. 

We move now to the difficult part of the problem, namely proving that any 
such set A has at most (p — 1)? elements. Suppose that a set A satisfying a) 
and b) has more than (p — 1)? elements, and choose k = (p — 1)? + 1 pairwise 
distinct elements 71,..., £ of A. Let q1,...,@p—1 be the different prime divisors 
of T],c4v- Write for 1 < j < k 


. me g gêi gePa hi 
Tj =q d2” Gp 
for some integers e;,; and consider the polynomials 


fi(X1, <3 Xk) = XP ten + XP ei +.. + X? leig 


for 1 <i <p-— 1. Then 
p-1 
do deg fi = (p — 1)’ < k, 
i=1 


thus by corollary 5.88 the system 


Filzi,- 2k) =» = fp-1(21, +5 2%) =O (mod p) 


has a nontrivial solution (z1,...,2,) € {0,1,...,p — 1}*. Letting 


I= {i € {1, < Bh Zi # O}, 
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Fermat’s little theorem yields 


X eij =0 (mod p) 


jel 


for all 1 < i < p—1. It follows that [],<;2j is a perfect pth power, con- 
tradicting the fact that A satisfies b). Thus the answer of the problem is 
(ip=1) o 


5.4 Quadratic residues and quadratic reciprocity 


We now turn to the study of the congruence z? = a (mod p), where p 
is a prime and a is an integer. The case p = 2 being clear (in this case 
z? = x (mod p) for all z, thus the congruence has exactly one solution, £ = a 
(mod p)), we will assume in this whole section that p > 2. We therefore 
fix an odd prime p in the sequel. 


5.4.1 Quadratic residues and Legendre’s symbol 
Let us introduce the following useful terminology. 


Definition 5.94. If a is an integer, we say that a is a quadratic residue mod 
p if the congruence z? = a (mod p) has solutions. Otherwise, we say that a is 
a quadratic non-residue mod p. We say that a residue class @ is a quadratic 
residue class if a is a quadratic residue mod p (or equivalently if any integer 
in the residue class is a quadratic residue mod p). 


Since x? = y? (mod p) if and only if z = +y (mod p), it is clear that the 
quadratic residues in {0,1,...,p — 1} are precisely those of 0?,1,...,(5+)?, 
and these are pairwise distinct, so there are a quadratic residue classes mod 
p, and at nonzero quadratic residue classes mod p. Since this is extremely 
useful in practice, let us glorify this result: 


Proposition 5.95. For each odd prime p there are exactly p41 quadratic 
residues mod p (and thus bot nonzero quadratic residues mod p), and these 
are the residues of 07,1?,..., (25+). 
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Example 5.96. Prove that if a, b,c are integers such that p does not divide abc, 
then the congruence ax? + by? = c (mod p) has at least one solution. 


Proof. Let A be the set of remainders mod p of the numbers ax? when 0 < z < 
bol and similarly let B be the set of remainders mod p of the numbers c — by? 
when 0 < y < p. Then A and B consist each of bo distinct remainders 
mod p (since p does not divide ab and the numbers x? with 0 < z < = are 
pairwise distinct modulo p). Since |A| + |B| > p, we deduce that AN B # Í, 
which is exactly the desired statement. o 


We introduce now a very useful and important arithmetic function, Leg- 
endre’s symbol. Much of this section is devoted to the study of the basic 
properties of this function. 


Definition 5.97. (Legendre’s symbol) Let a be an integer and let p be an 


odd prime. We define (2) =0ifp |a, (2) = 1 if a is a nonzero quadratic 


residue mod p and (2) = —1 otherwise. 


So we obtain a map 


(=) :Z— {-1,0,1} 


called Legendre’s symbol mod p. This map enjoys a certain number of re- 
markable properties. The first property is its p-periodicity, i.e. 


Gr 


for all integers a and all k. This is immediate from the definition. 
In order to establish the second important property of Legendre’s symbol, 
we will need the following analogue of theorem 5.71. 


Theorem 5.98. For all odd primes p we have 


oOo F 
X 2 -1= [[% -ô (mod p). 
i=1 
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Proof. The proof is very similar to that of theorem 5.71: the difference between 
the two sides is a polynomial of degree at most pot — 1 whose values at 
io a; (24)° are divisible by p (since (i F = iP! = 1 (mod p) for 
1<i< a by Fermat’s little theorem). Lagrange’s theorem combined with 
the fact that 1?,2?,..., (ey are pairwise distinct modulo p yield the desired 
result. 


Note the following alternate and simpler argument: letting f(X) be the 
difference between the left-hand side and the right-hand side, we obtain 


pt -1 
f(X?) =x -1 [x-xi -Tia —i)=0 (mod p), 
i=1 i=1 


the last congruence being a consequence of theorem 5.71. The result follows 
immediately. O 


We are now ready to prove the following beautiful: 


Theorem 5.99. (Euler’s criterion) For all a and all odd primes p > 2 we 
have 
(=) =a F (mod p). 


In particular, if a is not divisible by p, then a is a quadratic residue mod p, 
—1 
i.e. (2) =1 if and only ifa F =1 (mod p). 


Proof. The result is clear when a is a multiple of p, so assume that this is not 
the case. Note that (aT)? = 1 (mod p) by Fermat’s little theorem, therefore 
aF = +1 (mod p). From theorem 5.98 with X = a, we see that a'r =1 
(mod p) if and only if a is a quadratic residue modulo p. o 


A very useful consequence of the previous theorem is the following result, 
that we have actually already encountered when discussing Fermat’s little 
theorem (see corollary 5.28 for instance). 
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Corollary 5.100. For all odd primes p we have 


(=) fiz, 


P 
so —1 is a quadratic residue mod p if and only if p =1 (mod 4). 
The previous theorem also implies the very important: 


Theorem 5.101. For all integers a,b we have 


GAGE 

p p/ \p/- 

Proof. By Euler’s criterion, both sides are congruent to (ab) F modulo p, in 
particular the difference between the left-hand side and the right-hand side is 


a multiple of p. But since this difference is a number between —2 and 2, and 
since p > 2, this difference must be 0. o 


Note that the only nontrivial statement in the previous theorem is the 
rather surprising fact that if a,b are quadratic non-residues mod p, then their 
product ab is a quadratic residue mod p. We illustrate now the previous results 
with many examples. 


Example 5.102. Let p be an odd prime. Find all functions f : Z —> Z such 
that for all integers m,n we have 

a) if p divides m — n then f(m) = f(n); 

b) f(mn) = f(m) f(n). 


Proof. Clearly the constant functions 0 and 1 are solutions of the problem, 
so suppose from now on that f is not constant. Since f is multiplicative and 
nonconstant we have f(1) = 1. Then for all n not divisible by p we have 
(by Fermat’s little theorem) 1 = f(1) = f(n?!) = f(n)?“1, thus f(n) = +1 
for such n. Also, note that f(0) = f(n)f(0) for all n, thus f(0) = 0 and so 
f(n) = 0 whenever n is divisible by p. Next, note that if x is a quadratic 
residue mod p and not divisible by p, then f(x) = 1 (write z = y? (mod p) 
with y not divisible by p, then f(x) = f(y?) = f(y)? = 1). Choose n not 
divisible by p such that (2) = —1. If x runs over the nonzero quadratic 
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residues mod p, then nz runs over all quadratic non-residues mod p, and 
f(nx) = f(n)f(x) = f(n). Thus f is constant on quadratic non-residues mod 
p, and this constant is 1 or —1. We conclude that there are four solutions to 
our problem: f =1, f =0, f(n) = 1 for n not divisible by p and f(n) = 0 for 
n divisible by p, and finally the Legendre symbol mod p. O 


The next example is fairly interesting: it gives an example of a polynomial 
f with integer coefficients which has no rational root and yet which has roots 
modulo any prime number, i.e. such that the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) 
has solutions for any prime p. 
Example 5.103. Let p be a prime. Prove that the congruence zê = 16 (mod p) 
has at least one solution. 


Proof. The key observation is the factorization 
zÈ — 16 = (xf — 4) (z4 + 4) = (a? — 2)(a? + 2)((@ — 1)? +1)((2 +1)? +1). 
Thus we have to prove that at least one of the congruences 
r? =2 (mod p), z2?=-2 (mod p), 
(2—1)?+1=0 (modp), (#+1)?=-1 (mod p) 


has a solution. This is clear for p = 2, so assume that p > 2. Then we need 
to show that at least one of —1, 2, —2 is a quadratic residue mod p. But if —1 
and 2 are quadratic non-residues, then their product —2 is a quadratic residue 
and we are done. o 


Example 5.104. Prove that if p > 2, then the least (positive) quadratic non- 
residue mod p is less than ł + yP. 


Proof. Let n be the smallest positive quadratic non-residue mod p. Write 
p= qn+r with 0 <r < n and note that clearly r > 0, so (=) = 1 (by 
minimality of n). Since n — r = (q + 1)n (mod p), we have 


i (52) = (28) = (22) on 


thus q + 1 is a quadratic non-residue mod p. We deduce that q + 1 > n, thus 
p>n(n+1)+1, which immediately yields the desired estimate. O 
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Example 5.105. a) Prove that if p > 3, then the sum of the quadratic residues 
mod p in {0,1,...,p — 1} is a multiple of p. 

b) Prove that if p = 1 (mod 4), then the sum of quadratic residues mod p 
in {0,1,...,p — 1} is ppl) 


Proof. a) This follows immediately from theorem 5.98 or by using the fact 
that the quadratic residues mod p in {0,1,...,p — 1} are the remainders mod 


2 
p of 0, 1?,..., (25*) , thus their sum is congruent mod p to 


2 
17 +2? +... +(? =o = wD a9 (mod p), 
the last congruence being clear since p > 3 (thus 24 | p? — 1). 

b) Suppose that p = 1 (mod 4). Then for all k, we have that k is a 
quadratic residue mod p if and only if p — k is a quadratic residue mod p 
(since —1 is a quadratic residue mod p). Therefore we can create a partition 
of the set of quadratic residues mod p in {1,2,...,p — 1} in classes with two 
elements, the sum of the elements in each class being p. Since there are et 
quadratic residues between 1 and p — 1, there will be pt such classes and so 
the total sum of quadratic residues is bot -p = PPT yy. oO 


Example 5.106. Let p be a prime of the form 4k + 3 and let m be the number 
of quadratic residues mod p between § and p (excluding p). Prove that 


(2): =(-1)” mod p. 


Proof. Let a = (25+)! A classical consequence of Wilson’s theorem (see 
theorem 5.55 and the remark following it) gives a? = 1 (mod p), thus a = +1 
(mod p). In particular we have a = (2) (mod p). On the other hand we have 


(3)- (8) 
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In the above product, we can restrict ourselves to those k between 1 and 
= which are quadratic non-residues (as when k is a quadratic residue the 


corresponding factor (£) equals 1). Now, note that since p = 3 (mod 4) we 


have (+) = —1, thus an integer a is a quadratic residue if and only if p—aisa 
quadratic non-residue. We deduce that the number of quadratic non-residues 
between 1 and bt is equal to the number of quadratic residues between $ 
and p (the map z ++ p — z establishing a bijection between the corresponding 
sets), and this is m by definition. We conclude that 


Fou 


which finishes the proof. O 


Example 5.107. Let p be a prime number of the form 4k + 1. Prove that 


2 
—| pr-l 
[vi] = = 
Proof. Write p = 4k + 1 and observe that 


SvaA-5 515 Yt 


j=1 2<jp i=1 k>j>8 


pol 
4 


j=l 


As a is not an integer, the inequality 7 > = is equivalent to 7 > 1+ [é]. 
Thus we can also write 


pva- Gl) -2-21 


and the problem is reduced to 
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Since the remainder of i? when divided by p is i? — p [=| and since 


D _ pk(2k+1) 
=EL, 


we only need to prove that the sum of the quadratic residues mod p is pk, 
which has already been established in example 5.105. O 


We end this section with a very beautiful and challenging problem. 


Example 5.108. (USA TST 2014) Find all functions f : N —> Z such that 
(m —n)(f(m) — f(n)) is a perfect square for all m,n. 


Proof. Clearly any function f of the form f(x) = a?xz+b with a,b integers is a 
solution of the problem. We will prove that these are the only solutions. Let 
f be a solution of the problem and assume without loss of generality that f 
is not constant. Note that since f(n + 1) — f(n) is a perfect square for all n, 
the number ged(f(2) — f(1), f(3) — f(2),...) is a perfect square, say a”, with 
a a positive integer. Since a? divides f(n +1) — f(n) for all n, an immediate 
induction it divides f(n) — f(1) for all n. Also, the function g(x) = HORLO) 
still has the property that (m—n)(g(m) —g(n)) is a perfect square for all m, n, 
and moreover gcd(g(2) — g(1), 9(3) — g(2),...) = 1. Thus replacing f with g, 
we may assume that a = 1, i.e. that gcd(f (2) — f(1), f(3) — f(2),...) =1. We 
will prove that f(n +1) — f(n) =1 for all n, which will finish the proof. 

Suppose that there is n such that f(n+1)—f(n) is a perfect square greater 
than 1, and fix a prime factor p of f(n + 1) — f(n). Let r be the remainder 
of f(n) when divided by p and let S be the set of solutions of the congruence 
f(z) =r (mod p) (thinking of S as a set of residue classes rather than a set 
of integers in the following), thus n,n +1 € S. 

Now let x be the smallest quadratic non-residue in {2,3,...,p — 1}, so that 
x —1is a quadratic residue mod p. If a,b € S, we claim that (1 — r)a + zb = 
a+ x(b—a) € S. This is clear if a = b, so assume that a # b and let 
m=a+2(b—a). We need to prove that f(m) = f(a) (mod p). Assume that 
this is not the case and let c = (b—a)(f(m)—f(a)), thus cis nonzero mod p. On 
the other hand by assumption (m— a)(f(m) — f(a)) and (m—b)(f(m) — f(b)) 
are perfect squares, thus zc and (z—1)(b—a)(f(m) — f(b)) are perfect squares 
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and in particular quadratic residues mod p. Note that (b—a)(f(m) —f(b)) =c 
(mod p) (as f(a) = f(b) = (mod p)), thus zc and (x — 1)c are quadratic 
residues mod p, while x is a quadratic non-residue and x — 1 is a quadratic 
residue. This is obviously impossible, proving that c= 0 (mod p), as needed. 

Now let T = {s — nls € S}, thus 0,1 € T (since n,n +1 € S) and, thanks 
to the previous paragraph, za + (1 — x)b € T whenever a,b € T. In particular 
xT CT and (1—2x)T CT. We deduce that for all a € T we have 


at1l=2-a? a4 (1—2)-(1-2)? ?-1eT, 


and since 0 € T, it immediately follows that T contains all residue classes and 
therefore S contains all residue classes. We deduce that p | f(n) — r for all n, 
thus p | f(n +1) — f(n) for all n, a contradiction with 


ged(f(2) — f(1), f(3) — f(2),...) = 1. H 


5.4.2 Points on spheres mod p and Gauss sums 


Let us come back for a while to our original goal: discuss the congruence 
z? =a (mod p). If a is a multiple of p, the congruence has only one solution 
x = 0 (mod p), so assume that a is not a multiple of p. If x and y are 
solutions of the congruence then z? = a = y? (mod p), thus p divides z?—y? = 
(x + y)(x — y) and so y = +z (mod p). It follows that the congruence has 
exactly two solutions: if x is a solution, then all solutions are x and —z (note 
that z and —z are different modulo p, since p > 2 and a is not divisible by 

a 


p). To summarize, the congruence has two solutions when (2) = 1 and zero 


solutions when ( a) = —1. In other words, we have just obtained the following 
result. 


Proposition 5.109. If a is an integer and p > 2 is a prime, then the congru- 
ence x? =a (mod p) has exactly 1 + (2) solutions. 


The previous proposition is very useful when computing sums related to 
Legendre’s symbol. Let us give one very important example. Consider an 
integer a and the congruence x” — y? = a (mod p) (in two variables z, y). 
If a = 0 (mod p), this is equivalent to (x — y)(x + y) = 0 (mod p) and the 
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solutions are given by (z,z) and (z,—z) for x € {0,1,...,.p —1}. Note that 
the solution (0,0) is counted twice, so we obtain 2p — 1 solutions. Consider 
now the case a # 0. Then the congruence is equivalent to (x — y)(£ +y) =a 
(mod p). The substitution z + y = u, x — y = v realizes a bijection between 
solutions of this congruence and solutions of the congruence wv = a (mod p) 
(note that we can recover uniquely x,y from u,v thanks to the fact that p 
is odd). On the other hand, if uv = a (mod p), then u and v are nonzero 
mod p and for each nonzero u (mod p) there is a unique v (mod p) such that 
uv =a (mod p). Thus the congruence uwv = a (mod p) has p — 1 solutions. 
To summarize, the congruence 


r? —y?=a (mod p) 


has p — 1 solutions when a is not a multiple of p, and 2p — 1 solutions oth- 
erwise. Let us count now the solutions in a different way. Namely, fix y and 
consider the congruence z? = y? +a (mod p). By the previous proposition, 


this congruence has 1+ (4) solutions. Varying y, we deduce that the total 
number of solutions is : 
p- 2 
+a 
p+) (et 


y=0 P 


Comparing the two expressions for the number of solutions, we deduce the 
following result. 


Proposition 5.110. For an integer a we have 


p-1 2 p-1 2 
5 (2) -»-1 if p|a and S (SË) =- otherwise. 


k=0 


The following result is a simple consequence of the previous one, and we 
leave the proof to the reader. 


Proposition 5.111. Leta,b,c be integers such that p does not divide a. Then 


p-1 2 
> (2 ste) =e- (2) E 
k=0 P P 
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and 
pt (E) a f 
> — |=- (=) otherwise. 
k=0 P P 
In particular, for any integers a,b which are not congruent mod p we have 


5 e) NE 


k=0 P 
We can use proposition 5.110 to give a very simple proof of the following 


beautiful result, which is not very simple to prove directly, since z? + y? has 
no simple factorization, contrary to z? — y?. 


Proposition 5.112. The number of solutions of the congruence x? + y? =a 
—1 —1 

(mod p) is p+ (p — 1)(-1) 7 if p|a and p— (—1)*> otherwise. 

Proof. Fixing y, the congruence x? = a — y? (mod p) has exactly 1 + (=£) 


solutions, thus, by varying y, the total number of solutions of the congruence 
x? +y? =a (mod p) is 


On the other hand 


B-S E-e) 


y=0 y=0 y=0 


s 2 A 
Since the previous proposition gives us the value of a (=) and since 


(3) = Sirr the result follows by combining the previous observations. 
o 
Before moving on, we give some concrete and quite beautiful applications 
of the previous proposition. 
Example 5.113. Given an odd prime p, prove that the congruence 
r? +y +2 =0 (mod p) 


has exactly p? solutions. 
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Proof. Fixing z, the number of solutions of the congruence z? + y? = —2z? 


(mod p) is given by the previous proposition: this number is p+ (p— Deis 

-1 
when p | z and p — 1) F otherwise. Since there are p — 1 nonzero possible 
z, we obtain that the total number of solutions is 


p+(p-1)(-1) F +(p—-1)(p- (-1) 7) =p. o 


Example 5.114. (Iran 2015) Let p > 5 be a prime. Prove that at least one of 
the numbers 1 + p,1 + 2p, 1 + 3p, ..., 1 + (p — 3)p is the sum of squares of two 
integers. 


Proof. Suppose that the congruence z? + y? = 1 (mod p) has a nontrivial 
solution (x,y), ie. a solution with zy not divisible by p. Since (+x, +y) 
is also a solution of the congruence, we may assume that 0 < z,y < eS. 
Therefore 
(p—1) 
2 


2 
1+p<r? +y < <1+(p—8)p, 


the last inequality being immediate for p > 5. Therefore the problem is solved 
if we prove the existence of such a solution. This is immediate if we prove 
that the congruence x? + y? = 1 (mod p) has at least 5 solutions (since there 
are only 4 trivial solutions). But proposition 5.112 shows that this congruence 
has either p+1 or p—1 solutions. Thus, as long as p— 1 > 5, we are done. O 


Example 5.115. (Bulgaria TST 2007) Let p be a prime of the form 4k + 3. 
Consider all numbers of the form (x? + y)? with x and y integers not divisible 
by p. Find the number of different remainders these numbers give when divided 


by p. 


Proof. Clearly any such remainder is a quadratic residue mod p. Since p = 3 
(mod 4), 0 is not among these remainders (for if p | (x? + y?)? then p | 27+y?, 
thus p | z and p | y, a contradiction). Conversely, we will prove that any 
nonzero quadratic residue mod p appears among these remainders. It suffices 
to prove that for any a not divisible by p one of the congruences z? + y? =a 
(mod p) and x? +y? = —a (mod p) has solutions with x,y not divisible by p. 
Since —1 is not a quadratic residue mod p, one of the numbers a and —a is not 
a quadratic residue mod p, say it is a. We know that the number of solutions 
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of the congruence x? +y? = a (mod p) is p— -17 = p+ 1, by proposition 
5.112. For any such solution z and y are not divisible by p (for if p | z, then 
y? =a (mod p), contradicting the fact that a is not a quadratic residue mod 
p). The claim is thus proved. It follows that there are exactly mS remainders 
mod p. O 


Example 5.116. (USA TST 2016) Is there a nonconstant polynomial f with 
integer coefficients such that for all n > 2 the numbers f(0), f(1),..., f(n — 1) 
give at most 0.499n different remainders when divided by n? 


Proof. We will prove that there is such a polynomial. First of all, note that 
it suffices to check that f(0), f(1),...,f(m — 1) give at most 0.499n different 
remainders when divided by n only for n = 4 and for odd primes n. Indeed, 
assume that this happens and let n > 2 be arbitrary. Assume that n is not a 
power of 2 (the argument is similar in the other case) and pick an odd prime 
divisor p of n. If f(k) = r (mod n) for some k,r € {0,1,...,n — 1}, then 
f(k) = r (mod p), where k is the remainder of k when divided by p. We 
deduce that 7 can take at most 0.499p values, which means that r can take at 
most 0.499p - 2 = 0.499n values (since for any remainder x mod p there are 
exactly 2 numbers between 0 and n — 1 that are congruent to z mod p). 


Pp 
We will prove now that 


f(X) = 420(X? - 1)? 


is a solution of the problem. This clearly satisfies the desired condition for 
n = 4, so it remains to check it when n = p is an odd prime. This is clear for 
p < 11, so assume that p > 11. It suffices to prove that (x? — 1)? gives at most 
0.499p remainders mod p when x varies over all residues mod p. Note that 
all (x? — 1)? are quadratic residues, and if y? is a quadratic residue, then y? 
is not of the form (x? — 1)? when y +1 and 1 — y are quadratic non-residues. 
Letting N be the number of y € {0,1, ...,p — 1} such that 1 + y are quadratic 
non-residues, we deduce that the numbers (x? — 1)? give at most 24 — X 
different remainders mod p. 
We still need to estimate N. Note that 
2 


ECC) OGD 
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since for 2 < y < p—2 the number i (1 — (#2) . (1 — (5) equals 1 when 
1 + y are quadratic non-residues and 0 otherwise. A brutal expansion gives 


1 22 i- FS fey Zy 
vot (r-s-E (059) -E 9 E (42) 
4 ( y=2 p y=2 p y=2 P 
Next, we easily check that 
p—2 p-2 
1- 2 1 
vi re ae ra 
=o P p jan P 
and using proposition 5.110 we obtain 
p—2 aD 1N P1 /,,.2 
y (=£) =-1+ (=) 5 (=) Sar) S, 
y2 p P / 5 p 


We deduce that 


1 2 p+1 p—5 
=-(p- = = EA: 
N i (» 24+2(=) + jeje 7 


To conclude it, remains to check that 


p+1 p-5 
aa ny < - 
5 3 0.499p 


for p > 11, which is immediate. O 


We are now able to prove the following beautiful result, which will play a 
key role in the next section. 


Theorem 5.117. (V. Lebesgue) Let p > 2 be a prime and let n be an odd 
integer. The number of solutions of the congruence 


r? +... +2 =1 (mod p) 


is p=! + ((-1) F p) F. 
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Proof. If n is any positive integer and a is an integer, let N(a,n) be the 
number of solutions of the congruence x? +... +22 =a (mod p). Writing the 
congruence as 


r? +... +272_5 =a—(a2_, +22) (mod p), 
we see that 


N(a,n) = 5 N(a —22_, — z2,n — 2). 
En—1,%nE€{0,1,...p—1} 


By proposition 5.112, when £n—-1,%£n run over {0,1,...,p — 1} the numbers 


a—x*_, — x2 take each value (mod p) different from a exactly p + (-1) F 


times and take the value a (mod p) exactly p + (p — 1-1) F times. We 
deduce that 


N(a,n) = (p+ (1) F) E N(b,n—2) + (p+ (P— 1)(-1) F )N (a,n -— 2) 
ba 


=(p+(— PE Non- 2) +p(-1) F HN(a,n— 2). 


Clearly Sra N (b,n — 2) counts (n — 2)-tuples of elements of {0, 1, ..., p — 1}, 
thus 

p—1 

>> N(b,n = 2) = 

b=0 
We conclude that 


N(a,n) = p"-?(p + (-1)*2-) + p(-1)*2 N (a,n — 2). 


Taking a = 1 in this last relation, an immediate induction on n finishes the 
proof of the theorem. o 


We will explain now an alternative (and perhaps more conceptual) way of 
proving the previous theorem, which has the advantage of being rather general 
and which also involves a certain number of very beautiful ideas. Since the 
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discussion to follow is a bit technical, the reader may safely skip this for a first 
reading. 
Let N be the number of solutions of the congruence 


r? +... +2 =1 (mod p) 


and let z = er. The key observation is that for any integer a we have 


la=0 (mod p) = 2 ae 
P =o 
where the left-hand side equals 1 when a = 0 (mod p) and 0 otherwise. To 
prove this identity, note that it is trivial when p | a and in the other case the 
formula for the sum of a geometric progression gives 


p-l 

1 — zPa 
ye = == = 0, 
k= a 


since z* #1 and z?? = (z?)* = 1. 
It follows that 


1 pe) k 2 2 1 
N= S ye Zz (zi +...+23— 2. 


0<z1,... En <p—1 P k=0 


in other words (by interchanging the sums) 


=i 
1 pi 2 2 = 
N=-) g k > ghtyt..tkan — L 1S, k Sae) 
P k=O — O<z1,.. Tn Spl P 20 


The term for k = 0 is easy to evaluate and equals p”. The other terms lead 
naturally to 


Definition 5.118. Let 


p-1 2 PI inten? 
Gik)= >So 2 =$ e? , G=G()= Sa 


z=0 z=0 x=0 


the quadratic Gauss sum associated to k. 
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It turns out that all sums G(k) can be easily expressed in terms of G: 
Proposition 5.119. If p does not divide k, then 


C= (=) G. 


Proof. If k = u? (mod p) for some nonzero u, then the remainders of kz? = 
(ux)? when divided by p are a permutation of the remainders of x? when x 
varies. Thus G(k) = G is clear in this case. If k is not a square mod p, note 
that when z varies the numbers kx? reduced mod p cover 0 and twice each 
quadratic non-residue mod p. Thus in this case 


G(k)=14+2 X z 
(s)=- 
and since 


G 


II 
m. 
+ 
N 
M 


But this is clear since the left-hand side is just yar 2? =0. O 


Remark 5.120. The proof also shows that we have 


The key identity satisfied by G is the following. 
Theorem 5.121. (Gauss) We have 
G? =p(-1)F. 


In particular |G| = „p. 
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Proof. Using the previous proposition, we obtain (brutally expanding G(k)?) 


= —1 p-l —1 p-1 
(p a 1)G? = Sca? = T > zh(z?-+y?) = 3 S zk? +H?) 
k=1 


k=12,y=0 z,y=0 k=1 


For fixed x,y, the sum ae zk(@*+v") equals —1 when p does not divide 
k(x? + y*) (or equivalently z? + y?) and equals p — 1 when p | z? + y2. If 
p = 3 (mod 4), the congruence z? + y? = 0 (mod p) has only the trivial 
solution (x,y) = (0,0) and so we obtain 


(p —1)G? = p—1-(p?-1) =-p(p- 1), 


thus G? = —p as desired. If p = 1 (mod 4) the congruence z? + y? = 0 
(mod p) has 2p — 1 solutions by proposition 5.112, thus we obtain in this case 


(p — 1)G? = (2p — 1)(p — 1) — (p° — 2p + 1) = p(p — 1) 
and finally G? = p, as needed. o 


Remark 5.122. 1) One can also argue more directly as follows: brutally expand 
p—1 
@= Y a, 
z,y= 
Proposition 5.112 shows that when z, y run from 0 to p—1 the numbers z? +y? 
: pel 
cover every nonzero residue mod p exactly p — (—1) 2 times and cover the 
—1 
zero residue mod p exactly p + (p — 1)(—1)*2 times. We conclude that 


G? = p+ (p —1)(-1) + (p—(-1)*? (z+ 2 +.. + 273) 


and the result follows from the equality z + 2? + ... + 2?7! = —1. 

2) It follows from the previous theorem that G = +,/p when p = 1 (mod 4) 
and G = +7,/p when p = 3 (mod 4). Finding the correct sign is a very difficult 
problem that took several years for Gauss to solve! More precisely, Gauss 
proved that 


G=/p if p=1 (mod4) and G=i,/p ifnot. 
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Let us come back to our counting problem and recall that N is the number 
of solutions of the congruence z? + ... + 22 =1 (mod p), where n is odd. We 
have already seen that 


(2 
N=p™14- ye z *G(k)”, 
P z1 
thus using the previous results and the fact that n is odd we obtain 


p—1 n p—1 
riie ee Qe 


P k= k=l P 
l= -1 n- 
= pee + poe =p} + Gr} =p} + (1) F p F. 


This gives a different proof of Lebesgue’s theorem 5.117. To fully appreciate 
the power of this approach, we suggest the reader to find an explicit formula 
for the number of solutions of any congruence of the form 


az? +...+anz2=b (mod p), 


where a1, ...,an are integers not divisible by p and b is an integer. The next 
example discusses a special case. 


Example 5.123. (MOSP) Let p be an odd prime. Find the number of 6-tuples 
(a,b,c, d,e, f) of integers between 0 and p — 1 such that 


7+h+CP=d?+e?+f? (mod p). 


Proof. Let z be a primitive root of order p of unity. Arguing as in the previous 
discussion, it follows that the desired number of 6-tuples is 


—1 
1 2 24b21c2_dg2_e2_?2 
S= e d?—e?- f?) 
p 0<a,b,c,d,e,f <p—1 k=0 


—1 
1 k(a?+b?+c?—d2—e?— f? 
Saree a*+b*+c*—d*—e*— f*) 
=F 5 e 
k=0 0<a,b,c,d,e,f <p—1 
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3 3 
i ka? kd? 
= a ; - 
-5| y a?) 5 
k=0 \0<a<p-1 0<d<p—1 


=p +- SSO Gk) =p +- 1S ewt- + (p—1)p’, 
P k= P k= 1 


since |G(k)| = | (4) G| = |G| = „p for k not divisible by p. Hence the result 
is p> + (p — 1)p?. oO 


5.4.3 The quadratic reciprocity law 


We are now ready to give a simple proof of one of the cornerstones of 
number theory, the celebrated quadratic reciprocity law. This theorem (con- 
jectured by Euler), one of the most beautiful in number theory, has hundreds of 
different proofs. It is certainly the most important result concerning quadratic 
residues. 


Theorem 5.124. (Gauss’ quadratic reciprocity law) For all odd primes p £ q 


we have 
(2) f (2) = (ra, 
q p 


Proof. Let N be the number of solutions of the congruence z? + ... + zÊ =1 
(mod p). By Lebesgue’s theorem 5.117 


1 g—1 g-1 


N =p! + ((-1) Fp) F = pt) 4 (-1) T Fp“ 
ziea (2) (mod q). 


If we could prove that N = 1 + (3) (mod q), then we would deduce that 


(2)=C Dane (2) (mod q). 


But then the difference between the two sides is a number between —2 and 
2, which is also divisible by q > 2, therefore it must be 0 and the quadratic 
reciprocity law follows. 
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We will prove now that 


N=1+ (2) (mod q), 


finishing the proof. The argument is purely combinatorial and very simple. 
Note that if (£1, ..., £q) is a solution of the congruence zj+...+22 = 1 (mod p), 
then so are (2, ...,£q, £1), (X3,...,%q, T1, £2),... and so we can create groups of 
q solutions of this equation, obtained by permuting cyclically z1, ...,%g. Note 
that since q is a prime, the only possibility for two solutions in a group to be 
equal is to have xı = ... = xq. Thus if M is the number of solutions of the 
congruence which moreover satisfy 71 =... = £q, then N = M (mod q). It is 
fairly easy to determine M: this is the number of solutions of the congruence 
qx? = 1 (mod p), or equivalently (qr1)? = q (mod p). Hence M = 1+ (2) 


and so N=1+ (2) (mod q), as desired. O 


We end the theoretical part of this section with a beautiful proof of the 
following key result. 


Theorem 5.125. For all odd primes p we have 


(=) See. 


P 


In particular, 2 is a quadratic residue mod p if and only if pot is even, which 
happens if and only if p = 1 (mod 8) or p = —1 (mod 8). 


Proof. Note that pa is even if and only if p = +1 (mod 8), thus it suffices 
to prove the second statement. The identity 


combined with the congruences 


3j+1=-p-j+1)=-2 (27 - ) (mod p) 
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give 


(=)! =2.-4-6-...- (—2) E=) - (—2) 7 m 1) -... (mod p). 


Consider now the case p = 8k + 1 for some k, then the previous congruence 
becomes 


(4k)! = E7) S24 (4k) (C2) (4k) 2 ak- a (—2)- (28-41) 


= 2°*(2k)!(—2)°*(2k + 1)...(4k) = 24* - (4k)! (mod p), 


which yields 27 =1 (mod p) and so (2) = 1 by Euler’s criterion. Similarly, 
if p = 8k + 3 the congruence becomes 


(4k +1)! = 2-4- ...- (4k) - (—2) - (4k + 1) - (—2) - (4k) +...» (—2)(2k + 1) 
= 27h . (2k)! - (—2)?*+1 . (2k + 1)...(4k + 1) = —24**1 . (4k +1)! (mod p), 


yielding 27T = 24k =] (mod p). 
We deal similarly with the cases p = 8k + 5 and p = 8k + 7. O 


Example 5.126. (Vietnam TST 2004) Prove that 2” + 1 does not have prime 
divisors of the form 8k — 1 for any n > 1. 


Proof. Suppose that p = —1 (mod 8) and p | 2” + 1 for some n > 1. Since 
p = 3 (mod 4), n is odd (since otherwise 2” + 1 is of the form z? +1). Then 
2” = —1 (mod p) yields 2”+! = —2 (mod p) and so (2) = 1. This is 


impossible, since (#) = —1 and (2) = 1. The result follows. O 


Example 5.127. (Romania TST 2005) Let p = 7 (mod 8) be a prime. Prove 
that for all n > 1 we have 


SS-er 
il? 2 2 


where {x} = x — |x] is the fractional part of the real number z. 
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Proof. Observe first that for any real number x we have 
1 1 
{2-5} = 5 + {21} - {a} 


since |x — 3| = |2x| — |x] — 1 (as the reader can easily check). Thus the 
problem is reduced to the identity 


S(} -£ (5) 

kil P k= \ P 

Recalling that p{z} is the remainder of x when divided by p (when z is 
an integer), we reduced the problem to a statement about the remainders of 
the numbers k?” and 2k2". If we prove that there is an integer x such that 
2 =?" (mod p), then we are done, as then the remainders of 2k?” (when k 
varies from 1 to p — 1) are a permutation of the remainders of the numbers 
k?” for 1 < k < p—1. Next, note that if p | k?” — I?" for some 1 < k,l < p—1, 
then p | k? — I? since p | K8°d(2”.P-1) — jecd@",p—1) — k2 — 12, Tt follows that 
the remainders of the numbers k?” (when k varies) are a permutation of the 
quadratic residues mod p. Thus it suffices to prove that 2 is a quadratic residue 
mod p, which follows from p = —1 (mod 8). oO 


Example 5.128. (Romanian Masters in Mathematics 2013) If a is a positive 
integer, define zı = a and Xn41 = 22, + 1. Find the largest positive integer k 
for which there is a positive integer a such that the numbers 2”! — 1, 272 —1,..., 
27k — 1 are all primes. 


Proof. Note that k > 2 since for a = 2 the numbers 27! —1 = 3 and 272 —1 = 31 
are both primes. We will prove now that k < 2, by showing that for any 
a > 1 at least one of the numbers 27! — 1, 272 — 1, 273 — 1 is composite. 
Assume that these three numbers are all primes. It follows that zı = a, 
z2 = 2a + 1, x3 = 4a + 3 are also prime numbers. The case a = 2 is easy 
to settle (as then 273 — 1 = 21! — 1 = 23 - 89), so assume that a is an odd 
prime. Then 4a + 3 = —1 (mod 8), thus 2 is a quadratic residue mod 4a + 3 
and so 4a + 3 | 9 _ 1 = 2" — 1. Since 2% — 1 is a prime, it follows that 
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22a+1 _ 1 = 4a + 3. This can be rewritten as 22%! = a + 1, and is clearly 
impossible since 27¢-! > 14+ 2a — 1 = 2a > a+1. Thus the result of the 
problem is 2. O 


Example 5.129. Find all primes p such that p! + p is a perfect square. 


Proof. Clearly 2 and 3 are solutions of the problem. We will prove that these 
are the only solutions. Clearly p = 5 is not a solution, so let p > 5 be such 
that p! + p = x”. Clearly x is odd, so z? = 1 (mod 8) and then (as p > 5) 
p =1 (mod 8). If q is an odd prime smaller than p, then q | p! and so 


(5) = (232) =» 


Using the quadratic reciprocity law, we deduce that 


esa 
the last equality being a consequence of the congruence p = 1 (mod 4). Thus 
all odd primes less than p are quadratic residues mod p. Since p = 1 (mod 8), 
2 is also a quadratic residue mod p. 

We conclude that all numbers are quadratic residues mod p, which is absurd. 
Thus no p > 3 is a solution of the problem. O 


Ezample 5.130. Find all integers z,n such that z? + 27 +1 = 2". 


Proof. Clearly n > 0. If n = 0 we obtain x = 0, which gives us the solution 
(z,n) = (0,0). Clearly n = 1 gives no solution and n = 2 gives the solution 
(z,n) = (1,2). Assume now that n > 3, thus 8 | 22+ 2z +1. Clearly 
zx is odd, thus z? = z (mod 8) and then z = 5 (mod 8). Next, note that 
2” — 1 = g(x? + 2) is divisible by 3, thus n must be even. Finally, write the 
equation as 
(2 +1)(£? —2+3) =2"+2, 

which shows that for any prime divisor p of z? — x + 3 we have (2) =] 
and then p = 1,3 (mod 8). We deduce that x? — x +3 = 1,3 (mod 8), which 


contradicts the fact that z? — z + 3 = 25 — 5 + 3 = —1 (mod 8). Thus the 
only solutions are (x, n) = (0,0), (1,2). O 
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Example 5.131. Prove that if r is an odd number, then there are infinitely 
many primes p =r (mod 8). 


Proof. Let us start with the case r = 1 and consider prime factors p of nt +1, 
with p Æ 2. Then p | (n?)? +1, thus p = 1 (mod 4). If p=5 (mod 8), then 
Fermat’s little theorem yields 


= ts (-1) 7 = (nt) T =n”! =1 (mod p), 


a contradiction. Thus p = 1 (mod 8) for any such prime and the result follows 
now from Schur’s theorem 4.67, which guarantees the existence of infinitely 
many p that divide a number of the form n4 + 1. 

Assume next that r = 3 and let pı = 2,po = 3,... be the sequence of 
primes. Consider N, = (pep3..-Pn)” + 2 with n > 2. Then N, = 3 (mod 8), 
thus N, must have a prime factor p not of the form 8k + 1 (otherwise Nn 
would be congruent to +1 mod 8). Since p | Nn, —2 is a quadratic residue 
mod p, which yields p = 3 (mod 8) (since p is not 1 mod 8). Also p Æ 3 (since 
Np, = 2 (mod 3)) and p > pn. Varying n yields the desired result. 

Similarly, if r = 5 one considers the number Np = (pe...Pn)? +4 = 5 
(mod 8) and argues as above, while if r = 7 one considers 2(p1p2...Pn)?—1. O 


Example 5.132. (AMM E 3012) Let a and b be positive integers such that 
a>1anda=b (mod 2). Prove that 2% — 1 is not a divisor of 3° — 1. 


Proof. The result is clear if a is even (as then 3 | 2* — 1), so assume that a 
and b are odd. If p is any prime factor of 2* — 1, then 2° = 1 (mod p) yields 
(2) = 1 and 3° = 1 (mod p) yields (3) = 1. The first relation holds if and 
only if p = +1 (mod 8). The relation (2) = 1 is equivalent (by the quadratic 
reciprocity law) to Gaye - (2) = 1. Discussing two cases according to 
whether p = 1 (mod 4) or p= 3 (mod 4), one easily checks that the equality 
Si 
(Si) F. ($) = 1 is equivalent to p = +1 (mod 12). We deduce that p = +1 
(mod 24) for any prime factor p of 2° — 1 and so 2° — 1 = +1 (mod 24). Since 
this is obviously impossible, the result follows. O 


Remark 5.133. In particular 2” — 1 cannot divide 3” — 1 unless n = 1. 
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Example 5.134. (Bulgaria 1998) Suppose that m,n are positive integers such 
that (mt 3)" +1 is an integer. Prove that this integer is odd. 


Proof. Assume that this integer is even, so that 6m divides (m+3)"+1. First, 
observe that m is even (otherwise (m+3)"+1 is odd). But then 4 divides 6m, 
so it divides (m + 3)” + 1, forcing m = 0 (mod 4). Repeating the argument, 
we have 8|6m|(m+3)"+1. If8 divides m, we would have 8|3” +1, which is not 
possible for any n. Thus m = 4 (mod 8) and since 8 divides (m + 3)” + 1, it 
follows that n is odd. For m = 4 we can easily check the result, so assume that 
m > 4. Then there exists a prime p > 2 dividing m (as we proved that m = 4 
(mod 8)). Then p divides 3” + 1, thus —3 is a quadratic residue mod p (since 
n is odd and 3"*1 = —3 (mod p)). Using the quadratic reciprocity law, this 
implies that p is a quadratic residue mod 3 and so p= 1 (mod 3). Since this 
happens for any p > 2 dividing m, it follows that we can write m = 4k with 
k =1 (mod 3) and k odd. But then m = 1 (mod 3), which makes impossible 
the divisibility 3|(m + 3)” +1. The result follows. o 


Example 5.135. (Komal) Prove that there are infinitely many composite num- 
bers of the form 22” + 1 or 6?” +1. 


Proof. We will prove that if 2?” +1 is a prime p > 5 for some n, then necessarily 
6'7 + 1 (which is still of the form 62” + 1) is composite, more precisely a 
multiple of p (it is clear that it cannot be p, since it is greater than p). This 
is of course sufficient to conclude. Suppose that p = 2?” + 1 is a prime > 5 
and let us prove that p | ees +1. This is equivalent to ($) = —], i.e. 


(2) ; (2) = —1. But since p = 1 (mod 8), we have (2) = 1 and (using the 


quadratic reciprocity law) (3) = Ena ($) = —1, since p = 2 (mod 3) and 
p=1 (mod 4). The result follows. O 


Example 5.136. (Taiwan 2000) Prove that if m,n are integers greater than 1 
such that y(5™ — 1) = 5” — 1, then ged(m,n) > 1. 


Proof. Assume that gcd(m,n) = 1. Then ged(5™ — 1,5” — 1) = 4. Note that 
we cannot find an odd prime p such that p? divides 5” — 1. Indeed, if this 
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happened we would get p|p(5™ — 1), so that p|5” — 1 and p|5™ — 1. But then 
p = 2, a contradiction. Thus we can write 


5™ —1=2%)...pp, 5% —1= 2%) (p, — 1)...(pk — 1) 


for some a > 2 and some distinct odd primes pj, ..., p,. Note that k > 1, since 
otherwise 5” — 1 = 22,5" — 1 = 2°-! and so a—1 = 2, which doesn’t yield any 
solution. Thus 2° divides 5” — 1 and 5” — 1, yielding a < 2 and then a = 2. It 
follows that 8 does not divide 5” — 1, forcing m to be odd. Combined with the 
fact that p; divides 5™—1, this implies that 5 is a quadratic residue mod p; and 
using the quadratic reciprocity law we deduce that p; is a quadratic residue 
mod 5. But then p; = +1 (mod 5). Since p; — 1 divides 5” — 1, we cannot 
have p; = 1 (mod 5), thus all p; are congruent to —1 modulo 5. But then the 
equation 5” — 1 = 2(p; —1)...(py—1) implies that —1 = 2(—2)* (mod 5), while 
the equation 5” — 1 = 4p1...pp gives —1 = (—1)*+! (mod 5). It is immediate 
to see that we cannot simultaneously have these two equations, finishing the 
solution. O 


5.5 Congruences involving rational numbers and 
binomial coefficients 


In this relatively technical section we discuss a few more delicate congru- 
ences related to binomial coefficients. The reader is invited to skip this section 
for a first reading and to consult the following beautiful articles for further in- 
formation: A. Granville, "Binomial coefficients modulo prime powers" and R. 
Mestrovic, "Lucas’ theorem: its generalizations, extensions and applications". 


5.5.1 Binomial coefficients modulo primes: Lucas’ theorem 


In this section we will discuss several results concerning the arithmetic of 
the binomial coefficients, more precisely we will try to discuss the remainder 
of 9) when divided by a prime p, and use this to establish several rather re- 
markable congruences. The letter p will always denote a prime in this section. 
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We have already seen when discussing Fermat’s little theorem how useful 
the congruence p | (2) (for 1 < k < p) is. Before dealing with more technical 
things, we would like to emphasize the very useful congruence below. 


Proposition 5.137. For all primes p and all O < k < p — 1 we have 


E ‘ =(-1)* (mod p). 


Proof. This follows directly from 


k! E ‘ = (p — k)(p — k + 1)...(p — 1) = (—k)(—k + 1)...(-1) 
=(—1)"k! (mod p) 
and the fact that ged(k!, p) = 1. oO 


The next problem establishes the converse of the previous proposition. 
Example 5.138. Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that if 


(" 7 ') =(-1)* (mod n) 


for all k € {0,1,...,2 — 1}, then n is a prime. 


Proof. Assuming that this is not the case, let p be the smallest prime factor 
of n and write n = rp for some r > 1. Then by assumption Ca = (-1) 
(mod n), thus 


a =(-1)? (mod n) 
and so 
(n —1)(n — 2)...(n— p + 1)(r — 1) = (p—1)'(-1)?_ (mod n). 


However the left-hand side is congruent to (—1)?~!(p — 1)!(r — 1) mod n and 
since p is the smallest prime factor of n we have gcd(n, (p—1)!) = 1. Thus the 
previous congruence is equivalent to (—1)?~1(r — 1) = (—1)? (mod n), that is 
r =0 (mod n). This is clearly absurd and so n is a prime. O 
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We will attack now the general problem of understanding the remainder of 
(%) when divided by a prime p. The final answer will be relatively complicated, 
so let us start with some simple but nontrivial observations. Consider the 
Euclidean division 
n =pni +n2, k= pkı + k2 


of n, respectively k by p, thus nı, kı > 0 and 0 < ng, ke < p are integers. The 
binomial coefficient (7) is the coefficient of X* in the polynomial (1 + X)”. 
Since p | (%) for 1 < k < p — 1, we have (1 + X)? =1+ X? (mod p) and so 


(+X) = [1+ XP (1+ X)? = (1+ X°)" .(1+X)”? (mod p). 


The coefficient of X* = XPkıtk2 in (14+ XP)™ . (1 + X)™ is Car) (2) (with 
the usual convention that (%) = 0 whenever a < b) since the only way to write 
k = pk, + kə in the form pu + v with 0 < u < n; and 0 < v < nz is by setting 
u = kı and v = kp, if possible (i.e. if kı < nı and k2 < ng). The previous 
polynomial congruence yields therefore the following very useful result below. 


Theorem 5.139. Ifn = pniı+nz and k = pki +k2 for some integers nı, kı > 0 
and 0 < no, ke < p, then 


(i - (a) 3 (mod p). 


We can consider the previous theorem as a recursive recipe of computing 
the remainder of (%) when divided by p. Iterating this result yields the fol- 
lowing classical and important theorem of Lucas. Before stating it, we recall! 
that for any integer a > 1 one can write any integer n > 1 uniquely in the 
form 


n = no + nia + nza? +.. + nga! 


with no, -nk € {0,1,...,a—1} and ng 4 0. This is called the base a expansion 
of n (when a = 10 we obtain the usual decimal expansion of positive integers) 
and the numbers no, nı, ...,N% are called the digits of n when written in base 
a (for instance no is simply the remainder of n when divided by a). We can 
now state and prove Lucas’ theorem (we recall that (%) = 0 if a < b). 


1The reader not aware of this result is invited to prove it using the Euclidean division. 
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Theorem 5.140. (Lucas) Let n =no+mip+...tnap? be the base p expansion 
of a positive integer n, and let k € {0,1,...,.n}. Write? k = ko +kıp+ ... + kapt 
for some integers 0 < ky,...,kg < p— 1. Then 


n\_ (no . nı ; . Nd 

Proof. Applying the previous theorem several times yields 
nm\_ (no\ [m + np +... + nagp?! 
k) \ko ky + kop +... + kapt! 


_ [no m\ [n2 +... +H Nap Ra — (ro) [m\, [ra 
i; H (2) +o o JAE (a a T (x) med P): 
The result follows. o 


We illustrate now the previous theorem with a few examples. 


Example 5.141. Prove that if n is a positive integer and n is a prime, then 


() 


Proof. Writing n = no + nip +... + nap? in base p, Lucas’ theorem gives 


(" : G) (+) l ("7 cad o =m=|"| (mod »), 


which finishes the proof. o 


= | (mod p). 


Example 5.142. (Fine’s theorem, 1947) Let n be a positive integer and let 
Ng, -Nq be the digits of n when written in base p, where p is a prime. Prove 
that the number of binomial coefficients not divisible by p in the nth row of 
Pascal’s triangle is (1 + no)(1 + 1)...(1 + na). 


?In other words we consider the base p expansion of k and add some leading zeroes if 
needed, in order to obtain the same number of digits in base p as n. 
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Proof. We need to find the number of integers k € {0,1,...,n} for which p 
does not divide (7). Write k = ko + kip +... + kap? for some 0 < ki < p— 1 
(uniquely determined by k). Then by Lucas’s theorem 


d * 
DA) mn 


thus p does not divide (%) if and only if p does not divide any of the numbers 
(xi). Since 0 < ki, ni < p, this happens precisely when k; < n; for all0 <i < d. 
Thus for each 0 < i < d we have exactly n; + 1 possibilities for k; and since k 
is uniquely determined by the d-tuple (ko, kı, .-., ka), the result follows. Oo 


Remark 5.143. For p = 2 we recover Glaisher’s classical theorem (obtained 
in 1899): the number of odd entries in the nth row of Pascal’s triangle is 2°, 
where s is the number of 1’s in the binary (i.e. base 2) expansion of n. 


Example 5.144. Let p be a prime and let n be an integer greater than 1. 

a) Prove that all binomial coefficients (7), ..., (,,",) are divisible by p if and 
only if n is a power of p. 

b) Prove that none of the binomial coefficients (7), ..., (,,"1) is divisible by 
p if and only if n = gp — 1 for some 0 < q < p and some d > 0. In particular 
(D-o (n1) are all odd if and only if n + 1 is a power of 2. 


Proof. a) If n = pf for some d > 1, then clearly for all k = kot+pki+...+p%kg € 
{1, 2,...,2 — 1} we have by Lucas’s theorem 


(9 i (2) na (a a =0 (mod p), 


since kg = 0 and at least one of the numbers ko, ..., kg_1 is positive. Conversely, 
suppose that (7),...,(,,”,) are divisible by p, then Fine’s theorem above gives 
(1+ no)(1 + n1)...(1 + na) = 2 where no, ..., nq are the digits of n in base p. 
This immediately yields no = ... = ng_1 = 0 and ng = 1, thus n = pf and the 
result follows. 

b) If n = qp? — 1 for some d, > 0, 0 < q < p, then the base p expansion of 
n is 


n= (q — 1)pf + (p—1)p**4+...+(p—1), 
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and the result follows directly from Lucas’ theorem. Conversely, suppose that 
none of (1),...,(,";) is divisible by p and write n = no + pnı +... + p’ng in 
base p. If nj < p—1 for some j € {1,2,...,d}, then (inti) is divisible by 
p thanks to Lucas’ theorem, and 1 < (nj + 1)pf < n, a contradiction. Thus 
no =... = Ng-1 = p — 1 and the result follows immediately. O 


Example 5.145. (Iran TST 2012) Find all integers n > 1 such that for all 
0 < i,j <n the numbers i + j and (7) + (5) have the same parity. 


Proof. The condition is equivalent to the fact that the numbers (7) — i have 
the same parity for 0 < i < n. By taking i = 0, we see that they must be odd, 
thus the condition is equivalent to (7) = 4+ 1 (mod 2) for 0 < i < n. For 
0<i<n-—1 we then have 


n+1 n n\ a: p 
Ci- (ta) + (7) =+: (mod 2), 


thus the numbers ("1"),...,("*7) are all odd. By the previous example we 
obtain that n + 2 is a power of 2, thus n = 2* — 2 for some k > 2. Conversely, 
for such n Lucas’ theorem easily yields (}) = i+1 (mod 2) for 0 < i < n: 


writing n = 2'-14 2¥-2 +... + 2 and i = ip_12*-! + ... + ig gives 


C=C). mes 


and it is a simple matter to check that the last expression has the same parity 
as io + 1, i.e. asi+1. O 


ll 
ETT 
>. 
7 oe 
ar 
Ne” 
aN. 


Example 5.146. Let p be a prime and let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that p 
does not divide e») if and only if all digits of n when written in base p belong 
to {0, 1,- P} 


Proof. Let 2n = ag + pa, + ... + p4ag be the base p representation of 2n 
and let n = bọ + pbi + ... + p%bg be the base p representation of n (possibly 
completed with some leading zeros). Lucas’ theorem shows that p does not 
divide e) if and only if a; > b; for all 0 < i < d. We need to prove that this 
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is equivalent to maxo<j<q bj < P=. Clearly this last condition is equivalent 
to a; = 2b; for 0 < j < d, so ae obtain one implication. For the other 
implication. assume that a; > b; for 0 < j < d and let us prove that aj = 2b; 
for 0 < j < d. Suppose that for some j we know that a; = 2b; (mod p), then 
p > aj — 2b; > —b; > —p and so necessarily a; = 2b;. On the other hand, we 
` have 


= (ao — 2bo) + (a1 — 2b1)p +.. + (ag — 2bg)p*. 


Thus ao = 2b9 (mod p) and the previous discussion gives ag = 2bọ. Next, the 
previous relation yields a; = 2b; (mod p), thus a; = 2b;. Continuing like this 
yields the desired result. O 


Example 5.147. (Vietnam TST 2010) Prove that ($") + 1 is not divisible by 3 
for any positive integer n. 


Proof. Assume that 3 divides G2) +1 for some n > 1. Using the previous 
example, we deduce that in the base 3 representation 2n = ag +3a,+...+34%ag 
of 2n we have a; € {0,1} for all i, thus the base 3 representation of 4n is 
(2ao) + (2a1) -3 +... + (2aq) -3¢. Lucas’ theorem and the hypothesis then give 


_ [4n\ _ d (2a; 
i |) = II E (mod 3). 


j=0 


Note that ee is congruent to —1 modulo 3 when a; = 1 and to 1 otherwise. 
Thus the number of j € {0,1,...,d} for which a; = 1 must be odd. But this is 
clearly impossible, since 2n = ap + 3a; + ... + 34ag is even, thus ap + ... + ag 
is even. The result follows. oO 


5.5.2 Congruences involving rational numbers 


By theorem 5.2 for any prime p and any k € {1,2,...,p — 1} the number 
1R) is an integer. A natural question is: what is the remainder mod p of 
this integer? In order to seriously study this question, we need to extend the 
notion of congruences from integers to certain rational numbers. Many of the 
more delicate results in the next section will crucially use such congruences. 
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We start by introducing a notion of congruence modulo p for rational 
numbers whose denominators are not multiples of p. This allows us to work 
with such fractions as with integers, which turns out to be extremely useful 
in practice. Let n be an integer greater than 1 and consider the subset of Q 
defined by 


Zin) = l | a,b € Z, gcd(b, n) = 1} ‘ 
So Zin) consists of rational numbers whose denominator (when written in 


lowest terms) is relatively prime to n. Let us note that if x,y € Zim) then zy, 
x+y and z — y are also in Zp), since if x = § and y = $ then 


_ ac a _ad+bc _ _ ad—be 
T bd? ace” ee ~ bd 
and gcd(bd, n) = 1. 


Definition 5.148. We say that z,y E Zn) are congruent modulo n and 
write x = y (mod n) if x — y = nz for some z € Zin) or, equivalently, if the 
numerator of the fraction x — y when written in lowest form is divisible by n. 


The notion of congruence defined above extends the usual congruence on 
Z C Zim) and has the same formal properties (see proposition 2.2), as the 
reader can easily check. 

We make now the following important remark: if x,y € Z then x = y 
(mod n) in Zin) is equivalent to x = y (mod n) in Z. Indeed, the only non- 
trivial statement is that if z = y (mod n) in Zn), then n | x — y. But by 
assumption x — y can be written as 4 with gcd(a,b) = 1 and gcd(n,b) = 1. 
Since x — y is an integer, it follows that b | na and since gcd(b,na) = 1, we 
obtain b | 1 and so zg — y= na E nZ. 

Next, we make a very important observation concerning congruences with 
rational numbers, which turns out to be very handy in practice (as the next 
examples will illustrate). Let x = $ € Zim). By definition gcd(b,n) = 1 and 
so there is a unique c € {1, ..., n — 1} such that bc = 1 (mod n). Then z = ac 
(mod n) in Zn). Indeed, 


a(1 — bc) 


zt- ac = 
b 
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and the numerator is divisible by n, while the denominator is prime to n. 
For instance, let us apply this observation to prove the following congruence 
(which will be improved in the next section to a congruence mod p? if p > 3) 


1 1 
1l+=+..+——= d 
Pat toI 0 (mod p) 
valid for any prime p > 2. Indeed, let a; € {1, 2, ..., p — 1} be such that ia; = 1 
(mod p), then the previous discussion gives 


1 1o 
gO T = @1 +... + Ap-1 (mod p). 


But since a1, ..., a@p—1 are pairwise distinct modulo p, they are a permutation 
of 1,2,...,p— 1 and so 


1+ 


p(p — 1) 
2 
The same argument shows that for any prime p and for any positive integer 

k we have 


Qi +a2 +... +ap-1 =1+2+...+(p-1)= =0 (mod p). 


1 1 k k 
l+ = +... + El? H... —1 d p). 
ta tt rape Sh + +(p—1)* (mod p) 
Using corollary 5.77 we obtain the beautiful and extremely useful congruence 
below. 
Proposition 5.149. For any prime p and any integer k which is not divisible 
by p—1 (in particular if 1 < k < p—1) we have 
(pee eG Gea p) 
a CV p). 
Before moving to concrete examples illustrating these relatively dry the- 
oretical results, let us solve the original problem that motivated this short 
section: finding the remainder of 1R) when divided by p. 


Proposition 5.150. For all primes p and all integers 1<k<p—1 


z (?) = a (mod p). 
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Proof. This follows directly from the identity 


Ee Wee 
p\k]) k\k-1 
and the congruence 8) = = (—1)*-! (mod p) (see proposition 5.137 for the 


latter). = 


It is now time to see how the previous results actually work in practice. 


Example 5.151. Prove that for all primes p > 3 


a p-3 


1 > 
Lae Lawrie = (mod p). 


Proof. These congruences follow directly from proposition 5.149 as follows: 


a pai pol =1 
0= s ce pee + S l >D (mod p) 
7 j=l J j=1 J? j=1 (p JE j)? =1 2 
and 
pie Ae Pt 
ar 2 (25)? 2 (2j+1)} 4 2 i » (23 + 1)? 


Oee) maz. 


Proof. Equivalently, we need to prove that 


al 
Sie ) =0 (mod p). 


APN 
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But using proposition 5.150 we obtain 


1 (p\ _ Sa (-bt _ Sl ZAI Si 
2 G2 J Tj gj p md») 


One easily checks that p — H = k + 1 by distinguishing the cases p = 1 
(mod 6) and p = 5 (mod 6). Using proposition 5.149 we finally obtain 


k —1 
2 ()sdiso (mod p). oO 


ja PV j= 


Example 5.153. Let p be an odd prime number. +Prove that 


Proof. By proposition 5.150 we have 


i p—1 i— n 
yz = =y. (= o or (= (mod p). 


i=1 i=1 


On the other hand, let 


pol pol 
2 1 2 1 
A=3,7 aS i 
i=1 i=1 
We have 
A Pli 
U 0 (mod p) 
hence 
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Using again proposition 5.150 we obtain 
i i—1 2 — 9? 
z5 oe Ale — (mod p) 
i=1 p 


and the result follows. O 


Remark 5.154. A consequence of the proof is that for any odd prime p we have 


gp-1_j 1 1 
a A aA (mod p). 


Example 5.155. (ELMO 2009) Let p > 3 be a prime and let z be an integer 
such that p | x? — 1 but p{x—1. Prove that 


5 g? g xP 
2 3 ie p-l 


—1 


=0 (mod p). 


Proof. By proposition 5.150 and the binomial formula we obtain 


i p-l 
s- (ae ee (mod p), 
thus it suffices to prove that 
(l+2)?=1+2? (mod p°). 
This follows from example 5.18, since by assumption p | z? + z + 1. o 


Example 5.156. (IMO Shortlist 2011) Let p be an odd integer. If a € Z, let 


Prove that if m,n are integers such that S3 + S4 — 3S2 = @, then p | m. 
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Proof. Proposition 5.150 gives 


p-l k p-1 
op nLl1 k-1 k| P 
zoo ana 
— =1 
i p\  (a—1)P—aP +1 
- 25 cop(3) OPP oat 
P pz k p 
hence 
2? —3P+1+3? -48L +1-—3+43.-2?— 
AE Ecc as i i 
P 
p_ 9\2 
= oe eas =0 (mod p), 
Pp 
the last congruence being a consequence of Fermat’s little theorem. o 


5.5.3 Higher congruences: Fleck, Morley, Wolstenholme,... 


We will deal now with higher congruences (i.e. modulo powers of p) in- 
volving binomial coefficients. This will crucially use the previous two sections. 
The following beautiful and classical congruence due to Babbage (1819) is 
based on theorem 5.2 and the very important Vandermonde’s identity 


k 
m+n m n 
= ` . 2 
i=0 
which follows by identifying the coefficients of X* in both sides of the equality 


(1+ -x)m™" = (1+ X)”. (1+ X)". 


Example 5.157. Prove that for all primes p we have 
2 
o) =2 (mod p°). 


Equivalently, Cs =1 (mod p?) if p > 2 is a prime. 
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Proof. Vandermonde’s identity specializes to 


O-O 
PJ} gN 
Using theorem 5.2 we obtain p? | (2)? for 1 < k < p—1, thus A 2 


(mod p?). The last assertion of the problem follows directly from what we 
have already done, since Ca )= a): oO 


The next classical and important theorem improves the result established 
in the previous example and the k = 1 case of proposition 5.149. 


Theorem 5.158. (Wolstenholme, 1862) For all primes p > 3 
eae 2 
5 -=0 (mod p*) and ( 4 =2 (mod p°). 
j=l j Pp 
Proof. Note that 
p-1 p-1 p—1 
1 ( 1 1 ) 1 
220 = Feed tne’ 0 ar ae 
23 2 p-j ja ie- J) 


and using proposition 5.149 we obtain 


Pole j p 1 
——— = —; =0 (modp), 
2 JO- 2 ae et?) 


whence the first part of the theorem. 
For the second part, propositions 5.150 and 5.149 give 


1 ((2p INV a 
3(2)-9) -E((0) -E ae 


The result follows. O 
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Remark 5.159. 1) Wolstenholme’s theorem was generalized by Ljunggren 
(1949) to (2) = (%) (mod pë) and by Jacobsthal (1952) to 


pb 
fora > b > 0 and p> 3. The proof of this last congruence is very difficult. 

2) The congruence e) = 2 (mod n) can hold when n is composite and 
odd, for instance for n = 29-937. Similarly the congruence (?”) = 2 (mod n?) 
holds for n = 168437. 

3) Primes p for which P) = 2 (mod pt) are called Wolstenholme primes. 
The only such primes less than 10° are 16843 and 2124679. No prime p 
satisfying (P) = 2 (mod př) is known (and probably there is no such prime). 
Example 5.160. (APMO 2006) Let p > 5 be a prime and let r be the number 
of ways of placing p checkers on a p x p checkerboard so that not all checkers 
are in the same row (however they may all be in the same column). Prove 
that r is divisible by př. 


(7) = o (mod p°), q= 3 + vp(ab(a — b)) 


Proof. The problem is equivalent to the congruence 


p? 
( ) —p=0 (mod př) 
P 
or, after dividing by p, to 
pol /,9 
Il (F — 1) =1 (mod pî). 
k=1 
A brutal expansion of the left-hand side shows that 
= p? 1 2 a p? 4 
Ag = (—_1)P—- —])?- a 
T 1) =í yrs (17 OF (mod p’), 
k=1 k=1 
thus the problem is reduced to proving the congruence 


oe : =0 (mod p°), 


which follows from theorem 5.158. O 
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Remark 5.161. We leave it as a challenge for the reader to establish the con- 


gruence 
3 2 
P \—_ P 8 
= mod 


Next, we will try to explain the proof of a beautiful but difficult congruence 
due to Morley. Example 5.153 can be seen as a way of computing the remainder 
of 2°-! — 1 modulo p? in terms of the harmonic numbers 

1 1 
H lE ap, 
2 n 
More precisely, the second congruence in that example says that if p > 2 is a 
prime, then 


for all primes p > 5. 


2-1 =1— SH (mod p°). 


The next example pushes this further, to a congruence modulo pê. This is an 
intermediate (but interesting in its own right) step in the proof of Morley’s 
congruence. It is much more challenging than the previous problem. 


Example 5.162. Prove that if p is an odd prime, then 


p? 


p-1 — _?P Z 
QP = 1 9 Hes r 


Hg (mod p°). 
Proof. Recall the identity 
(n+ 1)(n+2)...(n+n)=2"-1-3-...- (2n — 1). 


Choosing n = bot we obtain 


al (p + 1)(p +3)...(2p — 2) =2°F -1-3-...-(p—2), 
that is 

n1 (P+ DP+3)..p+p-2)_ 2 p 

ane 1-3-...+(p—2) = TI (+z) 
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Expanding the right-hand side yields 


B38 
1 
2-1 =1 p 7 LY 7 PR 3). 
Ba FET 2 s C++) odp 
O<j<k< 
Now, by Wolstenholme’s congruence (theorem 5.158) 
p=8 pol 
De eee Hp-1 (mod p°) 
oe ad rat ae ae 


It is thus sufficient to prove that 


1 1 
DOS eee 
O<j<k< 253 (2j +1)(2k +1) 4 °° 


The left-hand side equals 


and using the congruences in theorem 5.158 and example 5.151 we see that 
this is indeed congruent to 1H 2a modulo p. oO 
2 


We are now ready to establish the following beautiful result of Morley. 


Theorem 5.163. (Morley’s congruence) If p > 3 is a prime, then 


(1) ale a = 4-1 (mod p’). 
2 


Proof. Let x = Hp-1. A brutal expansion yields 
2 
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p-1 
2 1 Plo al 3 
=1l-pzr+p » res caer xr 5 (mod p°). 
1<i<j< e j= 


By example 5.151 we obtain 


-1fp—1 2 
(1) 7 ("ex =1-pr+ Ea (mod p°). 
2 


On the other hand, by problem 5.162 we obtain 
p P p? 
apt = (2-1)? = (1 — 37t ar) =1~—pr+ ae (mod p?) 
and the result follows. o 


We end this section with two challenging examples, which illustrate many 
of the ideas and techniques introduced in the previous sections. 


Example 5.164. (Fleck’s congruence, 1913) Let p be a prime, j an integer and 
n > 1. Prove that if q = =a then 


DY (-1)™ e =0 (mod pł). 
0<m<n 

p|m—j 
Proof. We will prove the result by induction on q. If q = 0, there is nothing to 
prove, so assume that q > 1 and the result is known for q—1. In particular, the 
inductive hypothesis can be applied to N = n — (p — 1), since 5] =q-1. 
Thus we know that for any integer j we have 


N = 
= 5 (—1)™ (x) =0 (mod pt). 
0<m<N 
plm—j 
Using Vandermonde’s identity and the congruence (? =) = (—1)* (mod p) (see 
proposition 5.137), we can then improve the previous congruences as follows 
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(for simplicity we no longer write the bounds on the indices, by using the 
convention that (4) = 0 whenever b < 0 or a < b) 


PrE 


O<m<n plm—j 
plm—j 
[| N 
ae i=0 i i=0 p|lm— ae 
p-l (p— 1 
= Soul ; _ = 3 5 (-1)™ ‘ # (mod pî). 
i=0 i=0 p|lmt+i-j 
Note that the last sum is equal to YN _o(— iD a = 0, hence the inductive 
step is proved and we are done. O 


Example 5.165. (Russia 2002) For each positive integer n, write 


E eee 
2 7 n Bin)’ 
where A(n) and B(n) are relatively prime integers. Prove that A(n) is not a 
power of a prime for infinitely many n. 


Proof. To simplify notations, write 


1 1 
fajal 

Assume that there is N such that A(n) is a power of a prime for all n > N. 
For each prime p > N + 1 we have f(p— 1) = 0 (mod p?) by Wolstenholme’s 
theorem, thus A(p — 1) is a multiple of p? and must be a power of p, different 
from p. 

This is the starting point of an induction that will show that A(p* — 1) is 
a power of p different from p for all k > 1. We have just proved this for k = 1, 
so assume that it holds for k > 1 and let us prove it for k +1. We have 


A k+1 _ 1 
BGR = fe -1 
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=14 p—lp*-1 1 p—1p*-1 
= =- — 1) 
-S3 t2 ate G D 


The term ; f(p* — 1) is 0 mod p by the inductive hypothesis. On the other 
hand, for all 1 < r < p—1 we have 


p°-l1 


iM? 


11 
> ao = S z =0 (mod p). 
We deduce that A(p*++ — 1) = 0 (mod p) and so A(p*+! — 1) is a power of 
p. We still need to prove that A(p*t! — 1) cannot be p. This will require 
the following nice observation: in general, if 27 < n < 2+1, then among the 
numbers 1, 2, ...,n there is a unique multiple of 2f (namely 2), thus 2f divides 
B(n) and so B(n) > $, yielding 


A(n) > B(n) > 


Therefore 


A(t! — 1) > >p, 


2 o SD 
which proves that A(p+1 — 1) is not equal to p and finishes the induction. 
We are now (finally!) almost done. Write A(p* — 1) = p”! and note that 
since A(p* —1)> 2a we must have uz, > k — 1, in particular the sequence 
(ukķ)k tends to oo. On the other hand 
1 1 1 


1 
kaara E E a 
LO wt oe oe Cay og 


1 
= k_ PE rE 
and the sum in the right-hand side is 0 mod p. We deduce that A(p* — p) is 


also a power of p, say A(p* — p) = p’*. As above, the sequence (vg)z tends to 
co. It follows that 


1 


ipa SRO et | i= ie" —1)— f(p* —p)=0 (mod p™'), 
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where wg = min(ux, vk) tends to oo. Since 


1 1 1 1 
——— +.. + = = - (14 4... + k 
pe Eai (145+ +=) (mod p°), 
we deduce that for all k 
1+4.. + £0 (mod pw) 
eres i : 


This is certainly impossible, since min(wx, k) tends to oo, while 1+ 5 +...+ oi 
is nonzero. 


5.5.4 Hensel’s lemma 


In this section we study the congruence f(z) = 0 (mod p”), where f is 
a polynomial with integer coefficients, p is a prime and n > 1 is an integer. 
Thanks to the previous sections, we already have a good understanding of 
congruences modulo primes, so it is natural to try to use this information in 
order to deal with congruences modulo higher powers of primes. 

We argue inductively and assume that we already know how to solve the 
congruence f(z) = 0 (mod p”"!). Let us fix a solution a of this latter con- 
gruence® and try to understand the liftings of a to solutions of the congruence 
f(z) = 0 (mod p”), i.e. those solutions y of this last congruence which also 
satisfy y = a (mod p”“). Write y = a + p"—1b for some integer b. Theorem 
2.69 yields 


fly) = f(a + pb) = f(a) +p” *bf'(a) (mod p°») 


and since 2(n — 1) > n we have f(y) = f(a) + p”~1bf'(a) (mod p”). Thus 
y = a + p”71b is a solution of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p”) if and only if 
f(a) 


al +bf'(a)=0 (mod p). 


3f there is no solution then clearly the congruence f(z) = 0 (mod p”) also has no solu- 
tion. 
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If f'(a) is not divisible by p then there is a unique solution b of this linear 
congruence, hence there is a unique lifting of a to a solution of the congruence 
f(z) =0 (mod p”). Otherwise p | f'(a) and we have two possibilities: either 
p” | f(a), in which case a lifts to p distinct solutions of the congruence f(x) = 0 
(mod p”) (namely all a + p”~1b with 0 < b < p — 1), or p” does not divide 
f(a), in which case a does not lift to any solution of f(x) =0 (mod p”). We 
summarize the previous discussion in the following important statement: 


Theorem 5.166. (Hensel’s lemma) Let f be a polynomial with integer coeffi- 
cients, p a prime and n > 1 an integer. Let a be a solution of the congruence 
f(z) =0 (mod pp”). The number of solutions y of the congruence f(x) =0 
(mod p”) satisfying y =a (mod p”!) is 

e 1 if p does not divide f'(a). 

e 0 if p divides f'(a) and p” does not divide f(a). 

o p if p divides f'(a) and p” divides f(a). 


The following consequence of the previous theorem appears quite often in 
practice. 


Corollary 5.167. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients and let p 
be a prime and n > 1 an integer. If a € Z satisfies f(a) = 0 (mod p) and 
gcd(p, f’(a)) = 1, then the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p”) has a unique solu- 
tion b such that b= a (mod p). 

In other words the solution a of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) lifts 
uniquely to a solution of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p”), provided that p 
does not divide f'(a). 


Proof. Applying the previous theorem with n = 2 shows that a lifts uniquely 
to a solution a, of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p°). Note that f’(a1) = f'(a) 
(mod p), hence p does not divide f'(a). Applying theorem 5.166 again shows 
that a, lifts uniquely to a solution az of the congruence f(z) = 0 (mod p°), 
and again p does not divide f’(az). Repeating this process yields the desired 
result. o 


Example 5.168. Let p be an odd prime and let n be a positive integer. 
a) How many solutions does the congruence z?~! = 1 (mod p”) have? 
b) Answer the same question for the congruence z? = 1 (mod p”). 
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Proof. a) Consider the polynomial f(X) = X?~!—1. By Fermat’s little theo- 
rem, the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) has p—1 solutions, namely 1, 2,...,p—1. 
Moreover f'(x) is relatively prime to p for any such x, thus by Hensel’s lemma 
each solution of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) uniquely lifts to one of 
the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p”). It follows that there are precisely p — 1 
solutions for all n > 1. 

b) Letting f(X) = X? — 1, the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) has one 
solution z = 1, again by Fermat’s little theorem. This time we have f’(1) =0 
(mod p), so we cannot conclude easily as in part a). If z? = 1 (mod p”), then 
x = 1 + py for some integer y, and the binomial formula allows us to rewrite 
the congruence in the form 


y+ (;) y? +... +p y =0 (mod p”-?). 
If n = 2, this happens for all y, thus the congruence has p solutions in this 
case. Suppose that n > 2 and let g(X) = X + B) X? 4+... + p?-?X?. Since 
(£)... p?-? are all multiples of p, the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod p) has only 
one solution x = 0 and g’(0) = 1 is not divisible by p. Hensel’s lemma implies 
that y = 0 is the only solution of the congruence g(y) = 0 (mod p”~?). Hence 
x? =1 (mod p”) is equivalent to z = 1 (mod p"~!), which shows that for all 
n > 2 the congruence x? = 1 (mod p”) has p solutions. Oo 


Remark 5.169. It would be much easier to deal with part b) using the lifting 
the exponent lemma: the congruence z? = 1 (mod p”) is equivalent to vp(x? — 
1) > n, or (using that x = 1 (mod p) and the lifting the exponent lemma) 
1+ vp(z —1) > n, that is p7! | x— 1. 

Let us see how the previous theoretical results work concretely in practice. 


Example 5.170. Let p be a prime, a an integer relatively prime to p and na 
positive integer. Consider the congruence z? = a (mod p”). 

a) Prove that if p > 2, then the congruence has exactly 1+ 5 solutions, 
i.e. two solutions when a is a quadratic residue modulo p and no solution 
otherwise. 

b) Describe in terms of a and n the number of solutions of the congruence 
when p = 2. 
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Proof. Let f(X) = X? — a. 

a) It is clear that if the congruence has solutions, then a must be a quadratic 
residue modulo p. Conversely, suppose that a is a quadratic residue modulo p. 
Then the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) has exactly two solutions and these 
solutions are relatively prime to p (recall that p does not divide a). Since p 
is odd, it follows that gcd( f'(x), p) = 1 whenever f(x) =0 (mod p). Hensel’s 
lemma implies that the two solutions of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p) 
lift uniquely to solutions of the congruence f(x) = 0 (mod p”), yielding the 
desired result. 

b) It is clear that if n = 1 there is one solution, while if n = 2 there are no 
solutions unless a = 1 (mod 4), in which case there are two solutions. Assume 
now that n > 3 and note that there is no solution unless a = 1 (mod 8) (since 
x? = 1 (mod 8) whenever z is odd). Thus assume that a = 1 (mod 8) and let 
us prove first by induction that for all k > 3 the congruence x? = a (mod 2°) 
has solutions. This is clear for k = 3, so assume that a = z? (mod 2%) for 
an integer x. If a = x? (mod 2*+!) then we are done, otherwise a = z? + 2* 
(mod 2*+1) and one easily checks that a = (x + 2*-1)? (mod 2*+1), yielding 
again the inductive step. Next, choose zp such that x2 = a (mod 2”). Then 
x? =a (mod 2”) is equivalent to z? = z? (mod 2”) or 2” | (x — zo) (z + zo). 
Since ged(x — 29,2 + xo) = 2, this is also equivalent to 2"-! | x — zo or 
2”-! | x + xo, yielding four solutions in this case. O 


Example 5.171. Let p be an odd prime and let x be an integer relatively prime 
-1 

to p. Prove that oP = 1 (mod p°) if and only if there is an integer y 

such that y? = z (mod p*). How many integers x € {0,1,...,p? — 1} have this 


property? 


p(p—1) 
2 


Proof. Suppose that x = 1 (mod p’), then 1 = rT 2 rF (mod p), 


hence g is a quadratic residue modulo p. By example 5.170 there is an integer 
y such that y? = x (mod p°), yielding one direction. Conversely, if such y 
exists then clearly x is a quadratic residue modulo p, hence a := as =1 
(mod p) and so 


a? = (1+ (a—1))? =1+p(a—1)+...=1 (mod p°), 
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yielding oe : = 1 (mod p°). It follows easily from Hensel’s lemma (or even 
more directly from example 5.170) that the congruence eer =1 (mod p°) 


has Pipl) solutions (each solution modulo p lifts to p solutions modulo p°). O 


Example 5.172. (ELMO Shortlist 2014) Is there an increasing infinite sequence 
of perfect squares a, < az < a3 < ... such that for all k > 1 we have that 
13*|a;, +1? 


Proof. The answer is positive, and it suffices to prove that for each k > 1 
the congruence z? + 1 = 0 (mod 13*) has solutions (as then there will be 
arbitrarily large values of z with z? + 1=0 (mod 13*), allowing an inductive 
construction of the desired sequence). Letting f(x) = x? + 1, the congruence 
f(z) =0 (mod 13) has a solution zp = 5 with f’(zo) = 10 prime to 13, thus 
by Hensel’s lemma this solution uniquely lifts to a solution of the congruence 
f(x) =0 (mod 13%) for all k. The result follows. Oo 


Example 5.173. (IMO 1984) Find two positive integers a,b such that 7 does 
not divide ab(a + b) but 7” divides (a + b)" — a” — b7. 


Proof. A first key point is factoring the expression (a +b)” — a” — b’. For this 
it suffices to factor the polynomial f(X) = (X +1)’ — X7 — 1. Note that 
f(0) = f(—1) =0, thus f is a multiple of X(X +1). Also, if z? = 1 and z #1 
then z+ 1 = —2? and f(z) = —z4—2z’-1=-—2*-z-1=0. Thus f is also 
a multiple of X? + X +1. Using this it is a simple matter to check that 


F(X) = 7X(X +1)(X? +X +1). 


Thus 7” | (a+b)? —a’ —b" if and only if 7? | a? +ab +0? (using the fact that 7 
does not divide ab(a + b), by hypothesis). To make our life simpler we choose 
a = 1, so it suffices to find a positive integer b for which 7° | b? +b + 1 (for 
any such b the number b(b + 1) is automatically not a multiple of 7). Letting 
g(X) = X? + X +1 we need to study the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod 7°). We 
start by studying the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod 7), which is easily seen to 
have two solutions, namely z = 2 and x = 4. Since g/(2) = 5 and g'(4) = 9 
are nonzero modulo 7, we know by Hensel’s lemma that each of these will lift 
to a unique solution modulo 7°, but since we are asked for a and b, we will 
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need to do the lifting. Let us lift the solution z = 2 to a solution modulo 7?. 
We are thus trying to find t such that 9(2+ 7t) =0 (mod 77), or equivalently 
g(2) + 7tg'(2) = 0 (mod 7”). This is equivalent to 1 + 5t = 0 (mod 7) and 
the unique solution is t = 4, yielding a solution 30 of the congruence g(x) = 0 
(mod 72). Finally, we lift this solution to one modulo 7°, by looking for s such 
that 9(30 + 72s) = 0 (mod 7°). This is equivalent to g(30) + 779'(30)s = 0 
(mod 7°), or 931 + 7? - 61s = 0 (mod 73). This reduces to 19+ 61s = 0 
(mod 7), or 5 — 2s = 0 (mod 7), with the unique solution s = 6. We obtain 
therefore the solution 30 + 7? - 6 = 324 of the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod 7°). 
Hence a solution of the problem is a = 1 and b = 324. Note that if we tried 
to lift the solution x = 4 of the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod 7), we would have 
obtained the solution b = 18 of the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod 7”), which is 
also a solution of the congruence g(x) = 0 (mod 7°). o 


Erample 5.174. (Putnam 2008) Let p be a prime and let f € Z[X] be a 
polynomial. If f(0), f(1),..., f(p? — 1) give distinct remainders when divided 
by p?, prove that f(0), f(1),..., f(p?—1) give distinct remainders when divided 
by p°. 

Proof. Assume that f(i) = f(j) (mod pê) for some i,j. Since f(i) = f(j) 
(mod p?) and since f is injective mod p?, we deduce that i = j (mod p°), say 
j =i+p’k. It is enough to prove that k = 0 (mod p). Assume that this is 
not the case. We have 


f(t) = f) = fi + kp’) = Fi) + kp’ f'(i) (mod p°), 
so p divides kf'(i), hence p divides f'(i). But then 
f+ kp) = f(é) + kpf'(é) = f(é) (mod p°), 


which, combined with the hypothesis, yields i+ kp =i (mod p°), a contradic- 
tion. Thus k = 0 (mod p) and i = j (mod p?). The result follows. o 
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Problems for practice 


Fermat’s little theorem 


. Prove that for all primes p the number 


11...122...2...99...9-—12...9 
a — 
Pp Pp P 


is divisible by p. 


. (Baltic Way 2009) Let p be a prime of the form 6k — 1 and let a,b,c be 


integers such that p | a +b+ c and p | aft +bt + c4. Prove that p | a,b,c. 


. (Poland 2010) Let p be an odd prime of the form 3k + 2. Prove that 


p—1 
I] +k+1)=3 (mod p). 
k=1 


. (Iran 2004) Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients such that for 


all positive integers m,n there is an integer a such that n|f(a™). Prove 
that 0 or 1 is a root of f. 


. (Cippola, Rotkiewicz) Prove that if ny > ngo >... > nk > 1 are integers 


with k > 1 and 2" > nı then Fy,...Fy, and (271 — 1)...(2%™* — 1) are 
pseudo-primes, where F, = 2?” + 1 is the nth Fermat number. 


. (India TST 2014) Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients such 


that f(n) and f(2”) are relatively prime for all positive integers n. 


. (Rotkiewicz) An integer n > 1 is called pseudo-prime if n is composite 


and n | 2” — 2. Prove that if p,q are distinct odd primes, then the 
following statements are equivalent: 


a) pq is a pseudo-prime. 
b) p | 24-1 — 1 and q | 271! — 1. 
c) (2? — 1)(2% — 1) is a pseudo-prime. 
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10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


2P-1—1 
P 


. (Gazeta Matematica) Find all odd primes p for which is a perfect 


power. 


. (IMO Shortlist 2012) Define rad(0) = rad(1) = 1 and, for n > 2 let 
rad(n) be the product of the different prime divisors of n. Find all poly- 
nomials f(x) with nonnegative integer coefficients such that rad(f(n)) 
divides rad(f(n™4))) for all nonnegative integers n. 


(Turkey TST 2013) Find all pairs of positive integers (m,n) such that 
2” + (n—-y(n)-—ll=n"™+4+1. 
(Serbia 2015) Find all nonnegative integers x,y such that 
(22015 + 1)” + 92015 = 2Y + 1. 
(Italy 2010) If n is a positive integer, let 
Qn = grt = gr +1 450+, 


Prove that infinitely many primes divide at least one of the numbers 
Qj, Q2; 


(China TST 2010) Find all positive integers m,n > 2, such that 
a) m + 1 is a prime number of the form 4k — 1; 


b) there is a prime number p and a nonnegative integer a such that 


1 
=m” + p*. 


Wilson’s theorem 


14. Let p be a prime. Prove that there is a positive integer n such that p is 


the smallest prime divisor of n! + 1. 
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16. 


17. 


18. 
19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 
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Let n > 1 and suppose that there is k € {0,1,...,n — 1} such that 
k(n —k—1)!+(-1)¥ =0 (mod n). 
Prove that n is a prime. 


For each positive integer n find the greatest common divisor of n! +1 
and (n+1)!. 


Let p be a prime and let aj, a2, ...,a@p_1 be consecutive integers. 
a) What are the possible remainders of a1a2...ap—ı when divided by p? 


b) Suppose that p = 3 (mod 4). Prove that a1,...,ap-1 cannot be parti- 
tioned into two sets with the same product of their elements. 


Find two primes p such that (p — 1)! + 1 = 0 (mod p°). 


Find all sequences a1, a2, ... of positive integers such that for all positive 
integers m,n 
m! +n! | am! + an!. 


Let p be an odd prime. A subset A of Z is called a complete set of 
nonzero residue classes modulo p if A consists of p — 1 integers giving 
pairwise distinct and nonzero remainders when divided by p. Prove that 
if A = {a1,d2,...,@p-1} and B = {bi,b2,...,bp-1} are complete sets 
of nonzero residue classes modulo p, then {a1b1,...,@p—1bp-1} is not a 
complete set of nonzero residue classes. 


(Clement’s criterion) Let n be an integer greater than 2. Prove that n 
and n + 2 are both primes if and only if 


A((n—1)!+1)+n=0 (mod n(n+2)). 
Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that there exists a positive integer k and 
e€ € {—1, 1} such that 2k + 1 |n +ek!. 


(Moldova TST 2007) Prove that for infinitely many prime numbers p 
there is a positive integer n such that n does not divide p—1 and p | n!+1. 
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24 


25. 


26. 


27. 


28. 


29. 


30 
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. Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients such that for all primes 
p we have f(p) | (p—1)!+1. 


(adapted from Serbia 2010) Let a,n be positive integers such that a > 1 
and a” +a”! +... +a +1 divides a™ +a")! + ...+al! +1. Prove that 
n=lorn=2. 


Lagrange’s theorem and applications 


Let p be a prime. Prove that the sequence of remainders mod p of the 
numbers 1, 22, 33,44, ... is periodic and find its least period. 


(Don Zagier) Somebody incorrectly remembered Fermat’s little theorem 


as saying that the congruence a”t! = a (mod n) holds for all integers 


a. Describe the set of integers n for which this property is in fact true. 
Let p be an odd prime. Find the largest degree of a polynomial f with 
the following properties: 

a) deg f < p. 

b) the coefficients of f are integers between 0 and p — 1. 

c) If m,n are integers and p does not divide m — n, then p does not 


divide f(m) — f(n). 


(Iran TST 2012) Let p > 2 be an odd, prime. Ifi € {0,1,..,p —1} and 
f = ao +aıX +... +anX"” is a polynomial with integer coefficients, we 
say that f is i-remainder if 


5 aj=i (mod p). 
j>0,p—1|j 
Prove that the following statements are equivalent: 
a) f, f?,...,f?~? are 0-remainder and f?~1 is 1-remainder. 


b) f(0), f(1),..., f(p — 1) form a complete residue system modulo p. 


. Find all integers n > 2 for which n | 2” +3” +... + (n — 1)”. 
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31. 


32. 


33. 


34. 


35. 
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(Alon, Dubiner) Let p be a prime and let a1, ..., @3p, b1, ..., b3p be integers 
such that 


3p 3p 
Soa = Xb; =0 (mod p). 
i=1 i 


i=1 


Prove that there is a subset I C {1, 2, ..., 3p} with p elements such that 


Xai = Xt; =0 (mod p). 


tel tel 
Prove that for any n > 1 the number (n)* F (n)* Paat (ay is a multiple 
of any prime p E (n, $n]. 


Let f be a monic polynomial of degree n > 1, with integer coefficients. 
Suppose that b1, ..., bn are pairwise distinct integers and that for infinitely 
many primes p the simultaneous congruences 


f(x +b) = f(x + b2) =... = f(x +bn)=0 (mod p) 
have a common solution. Prove that the equations 
f(x +b) =... = f(z +bn)=0 

have a common integral solution. 
(Romania TST 2016) Given a prime p, prove that 

[3] 

ye 

k=1 
is not divisible by q for all but finitely many primes q. 


(China 2016) Let p be an odd prime and a1, ag, ..., ap be integers. Prove 
that the following two conditions are equivalent: 

a) There is a polynomial P of degree < ®5* such that P(é) = a; (mod p) 
for all 1 < i < p; 
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36. 


37. 


38. 


39. 


40. 
41. 


42. 
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b) For any 1 < d < 23 


p 
X (aipa — a;i)? =0 (mod p), 
i=1 


where indices are taken modulo p. 


(USAMO 1999) Let p be an odd prime and let a,b,c,d be integers not 
divisible by p such that 


ra rb re rd 
Z+ (2) +{—}+{—}=2 
P P P P 
for all integers r not divisible by p (where {x} is the fractional part of 


x). Prove that at least two of the numbers a+b, a+c, a+d, b+c, b+d, 
c+d are divisible by p. 


Quadratic residues and quadratic reciprocity 


Let n be a positive integer such that p = 4n + 1 is a prime. Prove that 
n”? = 1 (mod p). 


Let p be an odd prime. Prove that the number of integers n € 
{1,2,...,p — 2} such that n and n + 1 are both quadratic residues mod p 
-1 


ig CDF, 


(Gazeta Matematică) Prove that for any n > 1 the number 3” + 2 does 
not have prime divisors of the form 24k + 13. 


Prove that there are infinitely many primes p = —1 (mod 5). 


Let p = a? + b? be an odd prime, with a,b positive integers and a odd. 
Prove that a is a quadratic residue mod p. 


Let n be a positive integer and let a be a divisor of 36n4 — 8n? + 1, such 
that 5 does not divide a. Prove that the remainder of a when divided 
by 20 is 1 or 9. 
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43. 


44. 


45. 


46. 


47. 


48. 


49. 
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Are there positive integers x,y,z such that 8zy = z + y + z?? 
(Komal A 618) Prove that there are no integers x, y such that 


r? —x2+9=5y?. 


Let p be an odd prime divisor of n4 — n? + 2n? +n + 1, for some n > 1. 
Prove that p = 1,4 (mod 15). 


Prove that infinitely many primes don’t divide any of the numbers 
2+1 3" with n > 1. 


a) (Gauss) Prove that an odd prime p can be written a? + 2b? for some 
integers a,b if and only if p= 1,3 (mod 8). 

b) (Euler, Lagrange) Prove that a prime p Æ 3 can be written a? + 3b? 
if and only if p = 1 (mod 3). 

(Moldova TST 2005) Let f, g : N — N be functions with the properties: 
i) g is surjective; 

ii) 2f(n)? = n? + g(n)? for all positive integers n. 

iii) |f(n) — n] < 2004/7 for all n € N. 

Prove that f has infinitely many fixed points. 


(Romania TST 2004) Let p be an odd prime and let 


i=1 
a) Prove that f is divisible by X — 1 but not by (X — 1)? if and only if 
p = 3 (mod 4); 


b) Prove that if p = 5 (mod 8) then f is divisible by (X — 1)? but not 
by (X — 1). 
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50. 


51. 


52. 


For an odd prime p, let f (p) be the number of solutions of the congruence 
y? = r? — z (mod p). 

a) Prove that f(p) = p for p = 3 (mod 4). 

b) Prove that if p = 1 (mod 4) then 


p3 fe 
seco (E) man 


a 
c) For which primes p do we have f(p) = p? 


Is there a polynomial f of degree 5 with integer coefficients such that f 
has no rational root and the congruence f(x) =0 (mod p) has solutions 
for any prime p? 


Let p be an odd prime and let a be an integer not divisible by p. Let 
N (a) be the number of solutions of the congruence y? = z?+az (mod p) 


and let : 
RI fk? +ak 
S(a) = J ( ) ; 


k=0 p 


1) Prove that N (a) = p + S(a). 
2) Prove that if p = 3 (mod 4) then S(a) = 0 for all a, hence N (a) = p. 
We assume from now on that p = 1 (mod 4). 


3) Prove that if b is not a multiple of p, then 
Sas (2) S(a). 


4) Prove that 
p—-1 
E (a)? = 2p(p — 1) 


a=0 
and that if A = S(—1) and B = S(a) for any quadratic non-residue a, 
then 
A? + B? = Ap. 
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53. 


54. 


55. 


56. 


57. 


Chapter 5. Congruences involving prime numbers 


5) Prove that A = —(p+1) (mod 8). 


6) Deduce the following theorem of Jacobsthal: let p = 1 (mod 4) be 
a prime and write p = a” + b? with a,b integers, a odd and a = —+ 
(mod 4). Then the congruence y? = z? —x (mod p) has p+ 2a solutions. 


(Mathematical Reflections) Find all primes p with the following prop- 
erty: whenever a,b,c are integers and p | a?b? + b?c? + a? +1, we also 
have p | a2b?c?(a? + b? + c? + a?b*c?). 

Congruences involving rational numbers and binomial coeffi- 
cients 


Let n be a positive integer and let p > 2n + 1 be a prime. Prove that 


2n\ _ 4)" poh d 
my) =(-4"[ 2 | (mod p). 


(Mathematical Reflections O 96) Prove that if q > p are primes, then 


p+q q 
pq = -1. 
(Hewgill) Let n = no +2n1+...+2¢ngq be the binary representation of an 


integer n > 1 and let S be the subset of {0,1,...,n} consisting of those 
k such that (%) is odd. Prove that 


Dep Siren 
kes 


where Fy, = 22" + 1 is the kth Fermat number. 
(Calkin) Let a be a positive integer and let 


m= S(t) 


k=0 
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58. 


59. 


60. 


61. 


62. 


for n > 1. Let p be a prime, n an integer greater than 1 and let 
n = no + pni +... + pina 


be its base p representation. Prove that 


d 
Tn = I] Zn, (mod p). 


1=0 


Let p be a prime and let k be an odd integer such that p — 1 does not 
divide k + 1. Prove that 


P1] 
| =0 (mod p?) 
1J 
j=1 
(Tuymaada 2012) Let p = 4k + 3 be a prime and write 
E E EE E E 
02+1 12+1 ` (p—1)2+1 n 


for some relatively prime numbers m,n. Prove that p | 2m — n. 


(IMO Shortlist 2012) Find all integers m > 2 such that n | (m-on) for 
any integer n € [77 3]. 


(Putnam 1991) Prove that for all odd primes p we have 


5 (7) a =2 4+1 (mod p’). 


k=0 


(ELMO Shortlist 2011) Prove that if p is a prime greater than 3 then 


pol 


5 (?) 3 = 2? —1 (mod p°). 


k=0 
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64. 


65. 


66. 
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(IberoAmerican Olympiad 2005) Let p > 3 be a prime. Prove that 
3 “dag =0 (mod p°). 


(AMM) Let Cn = aa (77) be the nth Catalan number. Prove that 
Cy +Co+...+C,=1 (mod 3) 
if and only if n + 1 has at least one digit equal to 2 in base 3. 


Prove that for any prime p > 5 we have 
y ri 
1+p)_ + =1-p SY 5 (mod př). 
k=1 k k=1 k 


(USA TST 2002) Let p > 5 be a prime number. For any integer x, define 


[oe 
Be (pe + ky? 


Prove that f(z) = fp(y) (mod p?) for all positive integers z, y. 


Chapter 6 


p-adic valuations and the 
distribution of primes 


The goal of this chapter is a rather detailed study of the p-adic valuation 
map vp : N — N (where p is a fixed prime). Recall that if n is an integer 
greater than 1, then vp(n) is the exponent of p in the prime factorization of 
n. After reviewing the basic properties of the map vp, we will use it to obtain 
results about the distribution of prime numbers. 


6.1 The yoga of p-adic valuations 


6.1.1 The local-global principle 


Let us fix a prime number p. It will be convenient to extend the map 
Up : N — N (whose definition was recalled above) to a map vp : Z + NU {oo} 
by setting vp(n) = vp(|n|) for each n Æ 0, +1, vp(+1) = 0 and vp(0) = œ. In 
other words, if n is a nonzero integer, then vp(n) is the largest nonnegative 
integer k such that p* divides n. In particular vp(n) > 1 is equivalent to p | n. 
We call vp(n) the p-adic valuation of n. 

The following theorem summarizes the basic properties of the p-adic val- 
uation map Up. It is a direct consequence of the definition of this map and of 
the fundamental theorem of arithmetic. 
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Theorem 6.1. a) [fn is a nonzero integer, then we can write n = pr) «im 
with m relatively prime to p. 
b) For each n > 1 we have 


n= J[p®, 


pln 


the product being taken over all primes p dividing n, or equivalently! over all 
prime numbers. 
c) For all integers a,b we have 


Up(ab) = Up(a) + Up(b) and vp(atb) > min(vp(a), vp(b)). 


Proof. Parts a) and b) are clear from the fundamental theorem of arithmetic. 
Part c) is obvious if one of a, b is zero, so suppose that ab # 0. By a) 
we can write a = pu and b = p’?)y with u,v relatively prime to p. 
Then wv is relatively prime to p and ab = p’(2)+*»(®) . (uv). Hence up(ab) = 
Up(a) + Up(b). Next, p™in(vp(2),%p() divides both a and b, hence it divides a +b, 
hence vp(a + b) > min(vp(a), vp(b)). o 


The following crucial result shows that we can detect divisibility of integers 
by working "locally at every prime p". This is the first local-global principle 
in number theory and we will use it a lot to prove divisibilities which would 
be rather difficult to prove otherwise. 


Theorem 6.2. If a,b are integers then a | b if and only if vp(a) < vp(b) for 
all primes p. 


Proof. We may assume that a,b are nonzero. If a | b and b = ac then vp(b) = 
Up(a) + Up(c) > vp(a) for all p. Assume that vp(a) < vp(b) for all p. Replacing 
a,b by their absolute values, we may assume that they are positive. Then 
b = ac, where c= [fp p°?(b)—»(2) an integer. Hence a | b. Oo 


Remark 6.3. The previous theorem immediately implies the following result 
(which we have already proved using Gauss’ lemma): if a,b are integers and 


1Since p’?\”) = 1 whenever p does not divide n. 
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n > 1 satisfies a” | b”, then a | b. Indeed, by the previous theorem we have for 
all primes p the inequality nvp(a) < nvp(b). Thus vp(a) < vp(b) for all p and 
the result follows by applying again the previous theorem. 


We can also characterize nth powers of positive integers in terms of their 
p-adic valuations: 


Theorem 6.4. Let a and n be positive integers. Then a is the nth power of 
an integer if and only if vp(a) = 0 (mod n) for all primes p (less formally, if 
and only if all exponents in the prime factorization of a are multiples of n). 


Proof. If a = b” is an nth power, then vp(a) = vp(b”) = nup(b) = 0 (mod n) 
for all p. Conversely, if vp(a) = nbp for all p and some nonnegative integers 
bp, then bp = 0 for all but finitely many primes p. If we set b = J], ptr, then 
b° =I], p’?(*) — a and we are done. O 


Remark 6.5. This immediately implies the following result, which has already 
been proved using Gauss’ lemma in a slightly tricky way: let a,b be relatively 
prime positive integers. If ab is the nth power of an integer, then a and b 
are nth powers of some integers. Indeed, suppose that ab = c” for some 
integer c. For all primes p we have vp(a) + vp(b) = up(c”) = nup(c) = 0 
(mod n). Moreover, since gcd(a,b) = 1, p cannot divide both a and b, so we 
have min(vp(a), vp(b)) = 0. We deduce that vp(a) = vp(b) = 0 (mod n) for all 
primes p and the result follows from the previous theorem. 


Finally, we compute the p-adic valuation of the greatest common divisor 
and least common multiple of two numbers (of course, they have obvious 
versions for several integers). 


Proposition 6.6. For all integers a,b we have 
vp(ged(a,b)) = min(vp(a),%p(6)) and  vp(lem(a, 6) = max(vp(a), vp(b)). 


Proof. If one of the numbers a, b is 0 this is clear, so assume that ab Æ 0. Since 
p™in(vr(2),%(b)) divides both a and b, it divides gcd(a, b), hence 


vp(ged(a, b)) > min(vp(a), vp(b)). 
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On the other hand, p”r(8°4(a-b)) divides a and b, hence vp(ged(a, b)) < up (Oh and 
Up(ged(a, b)) < vp(b). The result follows. For lcm, use that lcm(a, b) = POO] 
to obtain 


vp(lcm(a, b)) = vp(ab) — vp(gcd(a, b)) = vp(a) + vp(b) — min(vp(a), vp(b)), 
from which the result follows readily. O 


We end this section with a few concrete illustrations of the previous results. 


Example 6.7. Prove that if n > 1 is an integer and p is a prime, then 


vp(lom(1, 2,...,7)) = [logp(n) |. 
Proof. The previous proposition gives 


vp(lem(1,2, ...,n)) = RAX vpli). 


Let k = [108,(n)|, so that p* < n < p*t!. Then clearly no i € {1,2,...,n} is 
divisible by p*t+! and so 


max v(i) = rp(p") = k, 


as desired. O 
Example 6.8. Prove that for all n > 2 we have 
Iem(1, 2,...,n) < nmr) 
where m(n) is the number of primes not exceeding n. 
Proof. If pë < n < p**, then vp(Iem(1, 2, ...,n)) = k by example 6.7, hence 


pvp (lem(1,2,...m)) <n. 


The result follows by taking the product of these inequalities over all primes 
not exceeding n. O 
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Example 6.9. Is there an infinite set of positive integers such that the sum of 
the elements in any nonempty subset is not a perfect power? 


Proof. The answer is positive: consider the numbers an = 23+! for n > 1 
and let A = {aj,q9,...}. If iy < ig < ... < i, are positive integers, then 
T := Qi, + aig +... + Qi, satisfies v2(x) = i1 and v3(x) = i1 + 1. Indeed, we 
have z = 2"y with y = 3% +14 Qie-ngietl i |, + 9% 3%+1 being odd, hence 
vo(x) = i; and similarly v3(x) = i1 + 1. Since ged(ve(z), v3(x)) = 1, x cannot 
be a perfect power. Thus A has the desired property. o 


Erample 6.10. (Saint Petersburg 2006) Let a1,a2,..., a101 be positive integers 
such that gcd(a1, a@2,...,@101) = 1 and the product of any 51 of these numbers 
is divisible by the product of the remaining 50. Prove that aja2...a101 is a 
perfect square. 


Proof. It suffices to prove that vp(a1...a101) = 724 vp(ai) is even for all primes 
p. Fix a prime p and let z; = vp(a;). The hypothesis ged(a1, ...,@101) = 1 yields 
min(21,...,%101) = 0. Assuming that xı > z2 >... > £101 (which we can do 
without loss of generality), we deduce that x19, = 0. Since a51a52...0101 is a 
multiple of a1...a59, we obtain 


£51 + T52 +... + £100 + Z101 Z £1 + T2 +... + T50. 


However, £101 = 0 and £51 < £1, £52 < T2,..., £100 < £50. Thus we must have 
£51 = T1, T52 = T2,..., T100 = £50. We deduce that 


z1 + £2 + ... + £101 = 2(x1 Past X50) 
is even, as desired. o 


Example 6.11. (Mathematical Reflections O 136) Let (fn)n>1 be the Fibonacci 
sequence, i.e. fı = fo = 1 and fn41 = fn + fn-1 for n > 2. Prove that 
us(n) = us(fn) for all n. 

Proof. Let x > y be the solutions of the equation t? — t — 1 = 0, so that 


r” — y” 


Sn = Z 
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for all n > 1. Then 
on — gön 
fc T -yY 
V5 


Note that if we set 


= fn- (2? + oy” + ay” 4 ahy pyt). 


ln =a" +y", 
the nth term of the Lucas sequence, then (using the fact that ry = —1) 
qir + gery” + xry?” + gry” + y = qi” + y” + (—1)"(a?" + y”) +1 
= (a? +y”)? + (=D (2 +y) -1 =, + (-1)"laon — 1. 
Thus, setting 
In = (—1)"lon = (—a?)" + (—y?)”, 
we have 
fon = fn: (a? + Ln, — 1). 


We will now prove that v5 (x2 +zn—1) = 1, which will yield v5(fsn) = v5(fn)+1 
and then v5(fn) = v5(n) by an immediate induction on v5(n) (using the fact 
that the sequence (fn)n>1 is periodic modulo 5, with period 20, and that 
fs, fio, fis are the only multiples of 5 among fi,..., fig, which can be easily 
checked by direct inspection). Note that it is enough to prove that £n = 2 
(mod 5): if £n = 5k + 2 then 


TŽ + ay — 1 = 25k? + 20k +445k4+2—1= 25(k? +k) +5 


and so clearly vs(z2 + £n — 1) = 1. We will prove that £n = 2 (mod 5) by 
strong induction, the cases n = 1 and n = 2 being immediate. Next, note that 
—a? and —y? are solutions of the equation 


(t+ ty) =t?+3t+1=0 
since z?y? = 1 and z? + y? = (x + y)* — 2xy = 3. Thus the sequence (%n)n>1 


satisfies tn42 + 32n41 + £n = 0 for n > 1. In particular, if £n, £n+1 = 2 
(mod 5), then £n+2 = —6 — 2 = 2 (mod 5). This finishes the proof. 
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Here is an alternate solution, suggested by Richard Stong. Let lọ = 2, 
lh = 1, and ln41 = ln + ln-1 for n > 1 be the Lucas sequence. Then from 


lot+fovS » htfivd _ 1+v5_ 


2 i 2 2 P, 


and y? = y + 1, it follows by an easy induction that 


In + fnV5 _ (4) 
ee - : 


2 


Hence by the binomial theorem (and the irrationality of v5), 
[(n—1)/2] [(n—1)/2] 
mle _ n k on [(n-l)\,, 
ee 2 (a1) Ba 3 aala B 


Since 5% > 2k + 1, it follows that vs(2k +1) < k, and hence every term in the 
sum is a multiple of 5%8()+1, Thus we conclude that 


v5(fn) = U5(2” * fn) = vs(n). 0 


6.1.2 The strong triangle inequality 


We have already established that if a,b are nonzero integers, then 
Up(a + b) > min(vp(a), vp(b)), 


in other words setting |a|p = p™®(®) (we call |alp the p-adic absolute value of 
a) we obtain 
|a + blp < max(|alp, |blp). 


Note that this is much stronger than the usual triangle inequality 
la + B| < |a] + [bl 


that holds for complex numbers a,b (with the usual absolute value). This is 
why the inequality 
vp(a + b) > min(vp(a), vp(b)) 
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is also sometimes called the strong triangle inequality. 
The following theorem establishes a key property of the vp map, related to 
the strong triangle inequality. 


Theorem 6.12. If p is a prime and a,b are integers such that vp(a) £ vp(b) 
then 
vp(a +b) = min(vp(a), vpl). 


Proof. If vp(a) > vp(b), then 
a + b = p?() (pela) -0y + v) 
and p does not divide p?()—*»()y, + v, since it does not divide v. Thus 
vp(a + b) = vp(b) = min(vp(a), vp(b)). o 


We illustrate now these theoretical results with some rather interesting 
examples. 


Example 6.13. (Czech-Slovak 2002) Let m > 1 be an integer. Prove that m 
is a perfect square if and only if for all positive integers n at least one of the 
numbers (m + 1)? — m, (m + 2)? — m, ..., (m + n)? — m is a multiple of n. 


Proof. If m = d?, then at least one of the numbers m + 1 — d, m + 2 — d, ..., 
m+n — d is a multiple of n, and the result follows. For the converse, pick 
a prime factor p of m and let k = vp(m). Choose 1 < i < p*+! such that 
pët! | (m +1)? — m. If vp(m) 4 vp((m + i)?) then 


k +1 < vp((m + i)? — m) = min(vp(m), vp((m + i)?)) < v(m) = k, 


a contradiction. Hence vp(m) = vp((m + i)?) = 2vp(m + i) is even and since 
this holds for any p | m, m is a perfect square. o 


Remark 6.14. The result still holds if we only assume that the statement of 
the problem holds for prime numbers n, but the proof is much more difficult. 


We have already proved in theorem 4.67 that if f is a nonconstant polyno- 
mial with integer coefficients, then there are infinitely many primes p dividing 
a term of the sequence f(1), f(2),.... The following problem extends this re- 
sult. 
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Example 6.15. (IMO Shortlist 2009) Let f : N — N bea nonconstant function 
such that a — b divides f(a) — f(b) for all a,b € N. Prove that there exist 
infinitely many primes p such that p divides f(c) for some positive integer c. 


Proof. Suppose that the conclusion fails and let ,...,p, be all primes ap- 
pearing in the prime factorizations of the numbers f(1), f(2),.... Take any 
positive integer x and write f(x) = p{1...p;* for some nonnegative numbers 
Q1,..., az. Let as = sp¢tt)...pt** for s > 1. Since as divides f(x + as) — f(z) 
and since Up; (f(z) < Up; (as), it follows that Up; (f(z + as)) = Up, (f(z)) for 
all i. But since all prime factors of f(x + as) are among p1, ..., pk, it follows 
that f(z + as) = f(z), and this holds for all s > 1. But then z + as — 1 
divides f(x) — f(1) = f(x + as) — f(1) for all s > 1, so f(x) = f(1). Since 
x was arbitrary, it follows that f is constant, contradicting the hypothesis of 
the problem. The result follows. O 


Example 6.16. (Kvant M 2163) Find all positive integers a and b such that : 
(i) (a + b?)(b + a?) is a power of 2; 
(ii) (a + b) (b + aĉ) is a power of 3. 
Proof. (i) We will prove that a = b = 1 is the unique solution of the problem. 
Assume that (a,b) 4 (1,1) and without loss of generality, that a > 1. Write 


a+b? = 2™ and b+ a? = 2” for some m,n > 1. If a is even, then so is b and 
since v2(a) < m = v2(2™) we have v2(2™ — a) = ve(a), thus 


2v2(b) = v2(b?) = ve(2™ — a) = v2(a), 


and similarly 2v2(a) = v2(b), contradicting our assumption that v2(a) > 0. 
Hence a is odd. If b > 1, then a similar argument as above yields 


v2(b + 1) < va(b? — 1) = v2(2™ — (a+ 1)) = vo(a + 1) 
and 
v2(a +1) < v2(a?° — 1) = v2(2” — (b + 1)) = v2(b + 1), 


a contradiction. Hence b = 1 and a + 1 = 2™, a? + 1 = 2”. Since 4 does not 
divide a? + 1 for any integer a, we must have n < 1, contradiction with a > 1. 
Hence there are no solutions different from a = b = 1. 
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(ii) The solutions are (a,b) = (1,2) and (a,b) = (2,1). Assume that we 
have a solution with a,b > 1 and let a? + b = 3” and a + b? = 3”. As above, 
if 3 divides a, then 

3u3(a) = v2(3™ — b) = v3(b) 


and similarly 3v3(b) = v3(a), a contradiction with v3(a) > 0. Hence a = 1, —1 
(mod 3). Note that ifa = —1 (mod 3), then b = 1 (mod 3), thus by symmetry 
we may assume that 3 | a — 1 and 3|6+1. Now if a > 1 a similar argument 
as above yields 


v3(a> — 1) = v3(38™ — (b + 1)) = v3(b + 1) 


and 
v3 (b + 1) = v3(3” — (a — 1)) = v3(a — 1). 


Note that v3(a* — 1) > v3(a — 1) and v3(b + 1) > v3(b + 1), since a? +a +1 
and b? —b+1 are multiples of 3. Then the previous equalities yield v3(b+1) > 
u3(a — 1) > v3(b + 1), a contradiction. 

Hence we may assume that a = 1, so b? +1 = 3” and (b+1)(b?—b+1) = 3". 
Suppose that b > 2, thus n > 1 and so 9 | b+ 1. Then b? — b+ 1 = 3 (mod 9) 
and since b? — b + 1 is a power of 3, we get b? — b + 1 = 3, a contradiction. 
Thus we must have b = 2 and the result follows. O 


The next two problems use a similar idea, which is a pretty subtle argument 
based on the pigeonhole principle and the strong triangle inequality. 


Example 6.17. (IMO Shortlist 2011) Let dj, d2, ...,dg be pairwise distinct inte- 
gers. Prove that if x is a sufficiently large integer, then (x+d1)(x+dg)...(+dg) 
has a prime divisor greater than 20. 


Proof. Note that there are only 8 prime numbers less than 20, call them 
Pı,- pg. By adding the same number to all d;’s nothing is changed, so we 
may assume that d; > 0 for all i. Now, assume that (x + dj)...(z + dg) has 
all prime factors among py, ...,pg, hence so do all numbers x + dj,..., £ + dg. 
Assume that x > (p1...pg), with N sufficiently large. Then for each 1 <i <9 
we can find j; € {1,2,...,8} such that vp, (x + di) > N. Among the numbers 
ji,- Jo € {1, 2, ...,8} two must be equal, say without loss of generality 71 = jo. 
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Then p} divides both +d) and x+dg, hence it divides dz— dı. Since dz # dy, 
this forces a < |d2—d1|. Hence if N is chosen such that 2% > max;y; |di—d,|, 
then for all z > (p1...pg)% the number (zx + dj)...(z + dg) cannot have all of 
its prime factors among pı, ...,pg, and the problem is solved. m 


Erample 6.18. (Erdös-Turan) Let a1 < ag < ... be an infinite increasing se- 
quence of positive integers. Prove that for any N we can find i Æ j such that 
a; + a; has a prime factor greater than N. 


Proof. Fix N and let pi,...,pz be all primes not exceeding N. Suppose that 
for all i Æ j, all prime factors of a; + a; are among p1,..., pk- Fix any positive 
integer d greater than all the numbers a, — a, with 1<u<u<k+4+1. Fix 
also n > (p1...py)¢ and note that for all 1 < i < k we have an +a; > (p1..-Pk)?, 
thus there is j; € {1, 2, ..., k} such that Up;, (Qn + a;) > d. Since j1,..., j~41 are 
all between 1 and k, two of them must be equal, say ju = jy with 1 < u < v < 
k+1. Let p = pj,, so that vp(an + au) > d and vp(an + ay) > d. It follows 
that vp(ay — av) > d, contradicting the fact that d is greater than ay — au. O 


The next examples are more challenging. 


Example 6.19. (Tuymaada 2004) Let a,n be positive integers such that 
a > lcm(1,2,... n — 1). Prove that there are pairwise distinct prime num- 
bers pı, ..., Pn such that p;|a+iforl<i<n. 


Proof. Let b = lcm(1, 2, ...,n — 1), thus a > b. Consider the numbers 


a+i 
= ———— 1<i<n. 
gcd(a + i, b)’ ee 


Ti 


We claim that z1, ..., £n are pairwise relatively prime integers and x; > 1 for 
all i. Note that this immediately implies the result, by taking p; to be an 
arbitrary prime divisor of x;. To prove the claim, note that x; > 1 is clear, 
since the equality a + i = gcd(a + i,b) would force a+ 1 < b. Assume now 
that a prime p divides both x; and xj, for some 1 <i < j <n. Let k = vp(b). 
Then 


min(vp(a + 4), Up(a + j)) < vp((a+ j) — (a + i)) = vp(j — i) < up(b) = k. 
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We may assume that vp(a + i) < k, but then 
Up(xj) = Up(a + i) — min(vp(a + i), k) = 0, 
contradicting the fact that p | x;. The result follows. o 


Example 6.20. (Iran TST 2013) Find all arithmetic progressions aj, a2, ... of 
positive integers for which there is an integer N > 1 such that for all k > 1 


a102...0k | AN+10N+2---0N+k- 


Proof. Write an = a + nd for n > 1 and some d > 1. Note that if a = 0, 
then the sequence (an)n is a solution of the problem, since the product of k 
consecutive integers is a multiple of k!. We will prove that the case a > 0 is 
impossible. Dividing a and d by their greatest common divisor, we may assume 
that gcd(a, d) = 1. For k > N the divisibility condition can be rewritten as 


Q102...AN | Op410K42---Ok4N5 


by dividing the given divisibility relation by ay41...a,. Note that aja9...an > 
N!, hence there is a prime p such that vp(a1...av) > Up(N!). Then p divides 
at least one of the numbers aj,...,a., and these are all relatively prime to d 
since gcd(a,d) = 1. Thus p does not divide d and so there is an integer k > N 
such that p’(%--2y) | a, = a + dk. But then vp(ag) > vp(N!) > vp(Jd) for 
1<j<N, hence 


Up(N!) < Up(@1...an) < Up(Az41---Ck+N) 
= Up((ax + d)(az + 2d)...(ax + Nd)) 
= Up(ax + d) + Up(ax + 2d) +... + vplak + Nd) 
= Up(d) + Up(2d) + ... + Up(Nd) = vp(N}), 


a contradiction. O 


Example 6.21. (IMO 2010) Find all sequences of positive integers (@n)n>1 such 
that (an + m)(am + n) is a perfect square for all positive integers n,m. 
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Proof. It is clear that an = n+ k is a solution of the problem for all k > 0. 
We will prove that these are all solutions. 

Let n,m be distinct positive integers and suppose that a prime p divides 
Qn — am. We will prove that p | n— m. We claim that we can find s > 1 such 
that vp(s+an) and vp(s+a@m) are odd. If the claim is proved, then vp(n + as) 
and up(m + as) must be odd, since (s + an)(n + as) and (s + am)(m + as) are 
perfect squares. Thus p divides n+a, and m+as, and then p | m—n, as desired. 
Now, let us prove the existence of s. If vp(an — am) = 1, choose s = p®r — an, 
where r is large enough and relatively prime to p. If vp(an — am) > 2, choose 
S = pr — an, where r is large enough and prime to p. 

Now, the previous paragraph shows that an Æ am for all n 4 m, and also 
that |an — an+ı| = 1. Thus an+ı — an and an41 — Gn42 are both 1 or —1, and 
distinct, thus they must add up to 0. This implies that an42—aQn41 = Gn41—An 
for all n > 1, and since a, > 1 for all n, we must have an41 — an = 1 for all n. 


Thus a, = n + k for some constant k > 0, and the problem is solved. m 


6.1.3 Lifting the exponent lemma 


Let us start with some easy observations, which are however very useful in 
practice. Let a,b be integers and let p be a prime dividing a — b. Note that 


a? = (a — b + b)? = (a—b)? + pla — b)PTtb + ... + pla — b)bP-1 + BP. 


In the previous sum all terms except for the last one are multiples of p”, since 
p |a-—b. We conclude that p? | a? — bP. In other words, if a and b are 
congruent mod p, then a? and b are congruent mod p?, ie. raising to pth 
power improves congruences! The same formula shows more generally that if 
p! divides a — b for some l > 1, then p'+! divides a? — bP. This easily yields 
the following estimate. 


Theorem 6.22. Let a,b be integers and let p be a prime dividing a—b. Then 
for all positive integers c we have 


ac — be 
up(a® — b°) > vpla — b) + vp(c), te. Up ( S ) > v(c). 


354 Chapter 6. p-adic valuations and the distribution of primes 


Proof. Let k = vp(c) and l = vp(a— b). Since p! | a—b, the previous discussion 
shows that p't! | a? — bP, then p'+? | a?” — bP? and continuing like this we 
obtain p'** | a?” — bP". Since pë | c, we have aP” — bP | a° — b°. Thus 


Up(a® — b°) > l+ k = up(a — b) + vp(c). oO 


Example 6.23. (Romania TST 2009) Let a,n > 2 be integers such that n 
divides (a — 1)¥ for some k > 1. Prove that n divides 1 + a + a? + ... + a®7!. 


Proof. Take a prime p dividing n. By hypothesis p divides a — 1. It is thus 
enough to prove that vp (==) > vp(n), which follows from theorem 6.22. O 


a 


The next result, more technical, refines the previous one. One has to be 
careful when applying this result, since there are a few hypotheses involved in 
its statement. 


Theorem 6.24. (Lifting the exponent lemma) Let p be an odd prime and let 
a,b integers not divisible by p such that pla — b. Then for alln > 1 


Up(a” — b”) = p(n) + up(a — b). 


Proof. Call an integer n > 1 good if satisfies the conclusion of the theorem 
for any a,b as in the statement. Note that if m,n are good, then so is mn. 
Indeed, if a,b satisfy the hypotheses of the theorem, then so do a™ and b”, 
thus 


Up(a™™ — B™) = vp((a™)” — (6™)”) = up(a™ — b™) + voln) 
= Up(a — b) + Up(m) + p(n) = vp(a — b) + vp(mn) 

and mn is good. Since 1 is clearly good, it suffices to prove that any prime q 
is good. If q ¥ p, this reduces to proving that annie = at1+4aI2h4+...400-1 
is not divisible by p, which is clear since a?! + ab + ... + b17! = qa?! 
(mod p) (as p | a — b) and qa is not divisible by p. 

Suppose that q = p and write a = b + p*c for some integer c not divisible 
by p and some k > 1. The binomial formula gives 


aP — bP = pë ttP-le + (5) BP 2nFo + + pP. 
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Since p > 2, the terms (5) bP—2p2ke, ..., p*PcP have p-adic valuation greater than 
k +1, which combined with gcd(p, bc) = 1 gives 

Up(a? — bP) = vp(p**1b?-1c) = k +1 = 1+ vla — b), 
as needed. O 


We also mention the following immediate consequence of the previous the- 
orem: 


Corollary 6.25. Let p be an odd prime and let a,b be integers not divisible 
by p and for which p |a +b. Then for all odd positive integers n 


vp(a” +b”) = up(a + b) + p(n). 
Proof. It suffices to apply the previous theorem to a and —b. oO 


The reader might wonder what happens when p = 2. In this case the 
formula is a bit more complicated to state, but much easier to prove. 


Theorem 6.26. If x,y are odd integers and n is an even positive integer, 
then 


volz” — y”) = v2 (= 5 £) + v2(n). 


Proof. Write n = 2*a for some odd number a. Then using repeatedly the 
difference of squares formula we obtain 


gk-1 


2” —y® = (2% — yP) (a° + y9)(0 + y)...(0 y), 


Observe that if u,v are odd numbers, then u? +v? = 2 (mod 4). The previous 
formula gives therefore 


vol” — y”) = ve(a* — y) +k -1. 


Finally, since a, x, y are odd, it is easy to see that a = g?l)... 4y2(a-) 
is odd. The result follows. o 
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Remark 6.27. When n is odd, things are very simple: a = gly. yn! 
is odd and so v(x” — y”) = vo(z — y). 


The next series of examples illustrate the power of the previous theorems. 


Example 6.28. Find all integers a,n > 1 such that any prime factor of a” — 1 
is a prime factor of a — 1. 


Proof. Let p be a prime factor of n and assume that p > 2. Any prime factor 
qofl+a+...+a?—! divides a? — 1 | a” — 1, thus it divides a — 1. But then 
1+a+...ta?-! =p (mod q) and since g|1+a+...+a?—! we obtain q =p. 
In other words 1+a+...+a?—! = p} for some k > 0, and moreover p |a-1. 
Now lifting the exponent lemma yields (since p > 2) 


vp(1 +a +... +a!) = v(a — 1) - wla- 1)=1 


and so k = 1. But this is impossible, since a > 1 and so 1 +a +... +a?7! >p. 

Hence any prime factor p of n is 2, in other words n = 2* for some k > 0. 
But then a + 1 | a” — 1 and so any prime factor of a + 1 divides a — 1 and so 
divides 2. Thus a + 1 is also a power of 2, say a + 1 = 2™. 

Suppose that k > 1, i.e. n > 2. Then aè +1 | a” — 1 and as above we 
obtain that a? +1 is a power of 2, say a? +1 = 2!. Since 4 cannot divide a? +1, 
we must have l = 2 and then a = 1, a contradiction. Hence n = 2 and a + 1 
is a power of 2. Conversely, if these conditions are satisfied then clearly (a,n) 
is a solution of the problem. o 


Example 6.29. Find all integers a,n > 1 such that any prime factor of a” + 1 
is a prime factor of a + 1. 


Proof. Assume first that n is even. If p | a” + 1 is a prime, then p | a+ 1 and 
so 0 =a” +1 = 2 (mod p), that is p = 2. It follows that a” +1 = 2} for some 
k > 0. Since a” + 1 is of the form z? + 1 (as n is even), and such a number is 
never a multiple of 4, it follows that k = 1, contradicting a > 1. Hence n is 
odd. 

If p is a prime factor of n, then any prime q dividing 


=a”! — aP? +...—a+1 
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divides a+ 1 and so 0 = a?! — aP™? + ...— a +1 = p (mod q), which in turn 
yields p = q. Thus ath = p* for some k > 0 and using again the lifting the 
exponent lemma we obtain k = 1, thus 


a? +1=p(at+1) or a(a?-!—p)=p-1. 


Moreover, from the above discussion we know that p | a+ 1, soa > p—1 
and the previous equation yields a?-' — p < 1. Since p > 2, we obtain 
p+1 > a?-! > a? > (p—1)?, which immediately implies p = 3 and then 
a = 2. Hence a = 2 and n is a power of 3. If n Æ 3, then replacing a with 
b = a3 we obtain that any prime factor of b + 1 divides b + 1 and by the 
above discussion this forces b = 2, which is not the case. Hence n = 3 and 
a = 2 is the unique solution of the problem. o 


Remark 6.30. The previous exercise is a generalization of an IMO Shortlist 
2000 problem: find all triplets of positive integers (a, m, n) such that a™+ 1 | 
(a+ 1)”. 


Example 6.31. (IMO Shortlist 1997) Let b, m,n be positive integers such that 
b>1landm#¥n. Prove that if b™—1 and b” —1 have the same prime divisors, 
then b+ 1 is a power of 2. 


Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that m > n. Let d = 
gcd(m,n) and let m = kd and a = bf. Note that k > 1 and any prime p 
dividing a* — 1 = b™ — 1 divides b” — 1 and so it divides ged(b™ — 1, b” — 1) = 
b¢—1=a-—1. By example 6.28 we deduce that a + 1 is a power of 2, that is 
bi + 1 is a power of 2. If d is even, then bf + 1 is not a multiple of 4 and is 
greater than 2, so it cannot be a power of 2. Hence d is odd and this implies 
that b+ 1 is a power of 2, since b+ 1 | b¢+1. o 


Example 6.32. (generalization of IMO 1990 and 1999) Find all primes p and 
all positive integers n such that n?-! divides (p — 1)" + 1. 


Proof. Note that if p = 2, then n = 1 or n = 2. From now on, we assume 
that p > 2. If n is even, then 4 cannot divide n?—1 (because 4 does not divide 
(p—1)"+1) and so p = 2, a contradiction. So, n is odd. Let q be the smallest 
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prime factor of n. Since q divides (p — 1)?" — 1 and (p — 1)4-! — 1 and since 
gcd(2n, q — 1) = 2, it follows that q divides (p — 1)? — 1 = p(p — 2). 

Suppose first that q divides p—2. Then, by the lifting the exponent lemma 
we have 


(p — 1)vq(n) = Uq(nP-*) < v((p - 1)" — 1) = v4((p - 1)? — 1) + u(n), 


so that (p — 2)vq(n) < vg(p — 2). In particular, p — 2 > qg?-? > 3P-?. This 
easily implies that p = 3, contradicting the fact that q divides p — 2. 

Next, assume that q = p, so that again by the lifting exponent lemma 
(using that n is odd) we have 


(p — 1)up(n) = vp(n?*) < up((p — 1)” + 1) = 1 + vln). 


Thus (p — 2)vp(n) < 1. In particular, p = 3 and vp(n) = 1. Write n = 3a 
with gcd(a,3) = 1 and observe that a? divides 8° +1. We claim that a = 1. 
Otherwise, let r be the smallest prime factor of a, so that r divides 64° — 1 
and 647-1 — 1. Thus r divides 63, since gcd(a,r — 1) = 1. But then r = 3 or 
r = 7. Since 3 does not divide a, we must have r = 7 and 7 divides 8° + 1. 
Since this is of course impossible, it follows that a = 1 and n = 3. oO 


Example 6.33. (China TST 2009) Let n be a positive integer and let a > b > 1 
be integers such that b is odd and b"|a” — 1. Prove that a? > z, 


Proof. Take any prime factor p of b, then necessarily p > 2 and the lifting the 
exponent lemma (combined with Fermat’s little theorem) gives 


n < uplb") < pla” — 1) < up((a?4)* — 1”) = vp(a?- — 1) + vln), 


so that és S 
a® > gP-1 — 1 > pla? *-1) > pe > = 
n n 
The result follows. O 


We end this section with the following difficult problem. 


Example 6.34. (China TST 2002) Find all positive integers n for which 
(2” — 1)(3” — 1) is a perfect square. 
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Proof. We will prove that there is no such n. Assume that (2"—1)(3"—1) = m? 
for some integers m,n > 1. Note that m is even, thus 4 | 3” — 1 and n is even. 
Therefore 3 | m and so 9 | 2” — 1, which forces 6 | n. Next, we will prove that 
10 | n. Write n = 6k, thus (64* — 1) (38% — 1) = m? and so 


(2* —1)(16* 1) =m? (mod 31). 


One easily checks that the left-hand side is a multiple of 31 if and only if 5 | k. 
Suppose that 5 does not divide k. The previous congruence gives 


2F—1\ (16*-1 “4 
31 31 jJ” 
PENE FA a 
31 31 jJ ae 


To check that the last equality is impossible, it suffices to do so for k = 1,2,3,4 
(using the 31-periodicity of Legendre’s symbol modulo 31), which (after simple 
algebra) comes down to checking the impossibility of any of the following 
relations 


3 5 5 17 5 13 17 
(ar) ar) an) at) a) a Ge) = 
These follows directly from 
Sly N31) NBL NBL 


all easily established. 
Write now n = 10x and use the lifting the exponent lemma to obtain 


which is equivalent to 


2v1 (M) = vi1((2" — 1)(3" — 1)) = v11((2"°)* — 1) + v11((3")? — 1) 
= 41 (22° —1)+ 11 (32 — 1) + 2ve(x) = 2ve(z) + 3, 


a contradiction. Thus there are no such n. o 
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6.2 Legendre’s formula 


In this section we discuss Legendre’s formula giving the p-adic valuation 
of n! and its consequences to the arithmetic of binomial coefficients. We will 
use these properties in the next section to obtain nontrivial estimates on the 
distribution of prime numbers. 


6.2.1 The p-adic valuation of n!: the exact formula 


We have already given several proofs of the fact that the product of n 
consecutive integers is a multiple of n!. Most of these proofs used specific 
properties of binomial coefficients. We would like to give a proof of this result 
using the local-global principle according to which a | b if and only if vp(a) < 
vp(b) for all primes p. For that, it is necessary to compute vp(n!) for a prime 
p and a positive integer n. This is the object of the next theorem. 


Theorem 6.35. (Legendre) For all primes p and all positive integers n we 
have 
up(n!) = = | + 5] +... 
pl Lp? 
Before giving the proof of this theorem, we emphasize that the apparently 


infinite sum appearing in the statement is in fact finite, since all but finitely 


many terms are zero. Indeed, there is k such that p* > n, and then Fal — 


for alli > k. 
Proof. We have 
Up(n!) = vp(1- 2+... +) = up(1) + up(2) +... + up(n). 
Among the numbers 1, 2,...,n there are |2] multiples of p, Fal multiples of 


p?, and so on. Multiples of p but not of p? have contribution 1 to the sum, 
multiples of p? but not of p? have contribution 2, and so on. Hence 


we l- allal- ENa] E+ 


and the sum telescopes to the desired formula. oO 
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Let us come back now to our original problem, namely giving a proof of 
the fact that n! divides (x + 1)(x + 2)...(c + n) for any integer z using p-adic 
valuations. Fix a prime p and let ną be the number of multiples of pë among 
x+1,...,2 +n. As in the proof of the above theorem, we see that 


vp (x + 1)(@ + 2)...(e +n)) = nı +n +... 
On the other hand, it is clear that 
r+n £ n 
pk pë pF 


since in general |x +y] > |x|+|y| for all real numbers x,y. Thus Legendre’s 
formula yields 


Up((x + 1)...(2 + n)) > vp(n!) 


for all primes p and the result follows. 

Here are a few more examples of counting arguments used to establish 
divisibilities or identities. 
Example 6.36. (China TST 2004) Let mj, M2, ..., Mr and 71, N2,...,Ns be pos- 
itive integers such that for any integer d > 1 the number of multiples of d 
among ™j,...,M, is greater than or equal to the number of multiples of d 
among Ni,- Ns. Prove that ninz...ns divides m1mMo...Mr. 


Proof. For d > 1, let Mg and Ng be the number of multiples of d among 
M1, ..-) Mp, respectively n1,...,Ns. By hypothesis Ma > Ng for all d > 1. For 
any prime p we have (arguing as in the proof of Legendre’s formula) 


Up(M M2...Mr) = Mp + Mp +... + Mpe +... > Np + Noe +... = vp(nine...ns) 
hence 7}...5 | m1...m, and the problem is solved. o 


Example 6.37. (Putnam 2003) Prove that for each positive integer n, 


n! = [[em(a, 2, see Ln/i]). 


i=1 
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Proof. It is enough to prove that both sides have the same p-adic valuation 
for all primes p. Fix a prime p. Using Legendre’s formula and the fact that 


Up(lem(1,2, ...,4)) = [1o8, (4) | 


we are reduced to proving the equality 
n 
n n 
x Ll =} be LF] 
k>1 |; i=l 1 
for all primes p and all n. For this, we count in two different ways pairs 
of positive integers (i,k) such that ip* < n. For fixed i there are llog, Hl 
possibilities for k, while for fixed k there are Fa possibilities for i. The result 


follows. O 


Example 6.38. (Miklos Schweitzer Competition 1973) Let n,k be positive in- 
tegers such that n > k +lcm(1,2, ..., k). Prove that (7) has at least k distinct 
prime factors. 


Proof. Write Lg = lcm(1, 2, ..., k). It suffices to prove that for n > k + Lp the 
number (%) is a multiple of a product of k numbers that are pairwise relatively 
prime and greater than 1. For 0 <i < k let 


pe ree Lin ee 
* ged(n —i, Ly)’ 


Clearly x; > 1 and one easily checks that £o, ...,2,_1 are pairwise relatively 
prime (see the proof of example 6.19). It suffices therefore to prove that 


n 
LoL1...LK-1 | ae 


n 
k!| Il gcd(i, Lx). 
i=n—k+1 


which is equivalent to 


6.2. Legendre’s formula 363 


It suffices therefore to prove that for all primes p 


n 


op(k!) < J, up(ged(i, Lx). 
i=n—k+1 


Let r = vp(Lx) = [log, k] (see example 6.7). For all ¿ < r there are at least 


[2] multiples of pt among n,n — 1,...,n — k +1. Also, if u is a multiple of pt 
with i < r, then so is gcd(Lp, u). The desired inequality is then an immediate 


consequence of Legendre’s formula. m 


6.2.2 The p-adic valuation of n!: inequalities 


Observe that for all primes p and all positive integers n we have 


n n n n n 
HRE z| +- vae zte and =| + [S| +--> 5-1 
p p? p pP ~p-l p p p 
Combining these inequalities with Legendre’s formula we obtain the following 


estimate, which is more useful in many situations than the exact formula for 
Up(n!) obtained in the previous section. 


Theorem 6.39. For all n > 1 and all primes p we have 


n n 
— — 1 < v(n!) < ——. 
P— 1 <up(nl) -H 


We give now some nice illustrations of the previous result. 
Example 6.40. (MEMO 2015) Find all pairs (a,b) of positive integers such 


that 
a! +b! =a? +b. 


Proof. By symmetry, we may assume that a < b. If a = 1, the equation 
becomes b! = b, yielding the solutions (1,1) and (1, 2), so assume that a > 2. 
Then b! — a? = b? — a! > a? — a! > 0, thus b! > aè. On the other hand, the 
AM-GM inequality yields 


ai 1.2) = =e Gay 


2b 2 
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We conclude that 2a < b+ 1, thus b > 2a. 

Let p be a prime divisor of a. Then p | a!+b! and p | aè, thus p | b. Therefore 
vp(a°+b*) > a. On the other hand, since b > 2a we have p | (a+1)-(a+2)-...:b, 
hence 


up(a! +b!) = vp(a!) + vp(1 + (a+ 1)- (a+ 2) - ... - b) =u, (al) <a, 


the last inequality being a direct consequence of theorem 6.39. We obtain 
therefore the plain contradiction a < a, showing that all solutions of the 
problem are (1,1), (1,2) and (2,1). o 


Example 6.41. (Saint Petersburg 2007) Find all positive integers n and k for 
which 
1+2? +... +n" = kl. 


Proof. We will prove that n = k = 1 is the unique solution of the problem. 
Suppose that n > 1. Note that k* > k! > n”, thus k > n. First, assume 
that n is odd. Then 2” + 3” +... + n” is a multiple of n + 2 (since each of 
the numbers 2” + n”, 3” + (n — 1)”,... is a multiple of n + 2), thus k! — 1 is 
a multiple of n + 2. In particular k < n + 2 and since k > n we must have 
k=n+1. Then (n + 1)! > n”, which gives n < 3, a contradiction. 

Hence n is even, say n = 2m. Also, 4 | k! and 


17+2"+...+n"=m (mod 4) 


thus 4 | mand 8 | n. Write n = 2°m with s > 3 and m odd. For i € {1,2,...,n} 
odd we have 
i? = (i?) =1 (mod 25+!) 


and when i is even i” = 0 (mod 2°+!). Thus 
1” +2 -+...+n%=2°!m (mod 25t!) 


and so 
valk!) = va(1” +2” +... +n") =s—1. 


On the other hand theorem 6.39 gives 


k 
vo(hl) > = -1>2-1=27m-12 21-1, 


6.2. Legendre’s formula 365 


hence s > 2571, impossible. Hence there are no solutions with n > 1. O 


The next example is much more challenging. 


Example 6.42. (Russia 2012) Prove that there is a positive integer n such that 
1!4+2!+...+n! has a prime factor greater than 102012, 


Proof. Let f(n) = 1!+2!+...+ n! and let S be the set of all primes not 
exceeding d := 107912. Suppose that for all n > 1, all prime factors of f(n) 
are in S. Let P= [pcg p*. The key ingredient is the following result. 


Lemma 6.43. There is a constant c > 0 such that for allp < d and alln > c 
relatively prime to P 


vp(f (nP —2)) < v((nP)!) — 2. 


Proof. We will prove that for any p < d, the inequality vp(f (nP — 2)) > 
Up((nP)!) — 1 can hold for at most one n that is relatively prime to P. Fix 
p < d and suppose that this inequality holds for two integers n < m relatively 
prime to P. Since 


vp((nP — 1)!) = vp((nP)!) — up(nP) = vp((nP)!) — 2, 
the strong triangle inequality gives 


Up(f(mP — 2)) = vp((nP — 1)! + f(nP — 2) + (nP)! 4+... + (mP — 2)!) 
= Up((nP — 1)!) = vp((nP)!) — 2. 


On the other hand by assumption 
vp(f (mP — 2)) > vp((mP)!) — 1. 


We deduce that vp((nP)!) > up((mP)!) +1, which is obviously impossible. 
The result follows. O 


Let c be as in the previous lemma. We conclude that for all n > c relatively 
prime to P we have 


vp(f(nP —2)) < a a2 ear 
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Since all prime factors of f(nP — 2) are less than or equal to d, this forces 


(nP — 2)! < f(nP —2) < [[ p? <ar? 
p<d 


for all n > c relatively prime to P. This is clearly impossible. O 


We also point out the following important consequence of Legendre’s for- 
mula, which will be very useful in obtaining explicit estimates concerning 
prime numbers. 


Theorem 6.44. Letn > k > 0 be integers and let p be a prime. Then 
pG) < n. 
In other words, all prime powers dividing (~) are smaller than n + 1. 


Proof. Legendre’s formula gives 


v ((7)) = 2409-09 -9t-99 =F ([5] al FS). 


Note that each term in the sum is equal to 0 or 1, since for any real numbers 
zy 


læ +y] — Le] — ly] € {0,1}. 
Indeed, the left-hand side equals |r +s], where r = x — |x| e [0,1) and 
s =y — |y] € [0, 1). Finally note that for pf >n 


al-l- E*l- 


thus there are at most |1og,(n)| nonzero terms in the sum and so 


v ((R)) < beee. 


The result follows. o 
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Remark 6.45. The inequality (discussed in the proof of the previous theorem) 
0< [z+y]- lz] - ly] <1 


will be used implicitly quite often from now on. 


The following example uses similar ideas to establish a rather remarkable 
identity. 
Example 6.46. (AMM E 2686) Let n be an integer greater than 1. Prove that 


(n+ 1) lem (G) (e (")) = lcm(1,2,... n + 1). 


Proof. We will prove that for each prime p both sides have the same p-adic 
valuation, which is enough to conclude. Let p be a prime and let k be such 
that pë < n+ 1 < p*t!. By example 6.7 we have 

Up(Iem(1,2,...,2+1)) =k. 


Note that (n +1) (1) = p*( pe thus the p-adic valuation of the left-hand 
side is greater than or equal to k. To prove that this valuation is at most k, 
fix 0 <i < n and use Legendre’s formula to get 


Up (o+ »(7)) = Up GHH) = vp(i + 1) + Dan 


ee 


Note that z, € {0,1} for all r (see remark 6.45) and zp = 0 if r > k (since 
in this case p” > n + 1). The key point is that x, = 0 for all r < vp(i + 1). 
Indeed, writing i + 1 = p”u for some integer u, we have 


_[n+1 n+ = 
Lr = rr =y y — u| =0. 
Putting these observations together yields 


Soar <k- oli +1), 
r>1 


where 
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from which we get vp (G + DG) < k for all 0 < i < n, establishing the 
desired inequality. O 


Combining the result of the previous exercise with example 6.8 yields the 
following estimate for the number 7(n) of primes not exceeding n, which is 
surprisingly good (see the next section for a more detailed discussion of such 
issues). 


Example 6.47. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 
lem(1,2,.. n) > 27! and n"™ > 297, 


Proof. For the first inequality, simply note that 


enale 


and use the result established in the previous example. For the second inequal- 
ity, use the first one and the inequality lcm(1, 2, ..., n) < n™” established in 
example 6.8. oO 


Example 6.48. Prove that if c € (0,2), then for all sufficiently large n the 
product of all primes not exceeding n is greater than c”. 


Proof. By the previous example 
Icm(1, 2,...,n) > 277}. 
On the other hand by example 6.7 we have 
Iem(1, 2,...,n) = [Į ple < I] n- Il p<nv”. [I v- 
psn psvn J/n<p<n psn 


We deduce that 
Il p> ort enov™, 


psn 
Thus we need to prove that for any c € (0,2) we have 
n 
O a 


(5 
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for all n large enough. Since 2nV” < n2V™, it suffices to check that (2) Ye >n? 
for large enough n, which is immediate. O 
6.2.3 Kummer’s theorem 


Instead of giving estimates for [2 | + žl +... like we did in theorem 6.39, 


we can also obtain an exact formula as follows: write 
n= agp! + ap-1p"7! +... + ao 


in base p (thus ap, ...,a% € {0,1,...,p— 1} and a, £0). Then for all 0 < j < k 


n . ; 
Fa = agp’) + appt +... + aj, 


therefore 


k 
n n . X 
=| + 5] hnn ` (akp TI + apip"! +... + aj) 
p) Lp = 


=a + ph? atao + ph +. 4:1) 4.404 


=a seat are aly pa 
Te ag a AA 
_ (ap +... + arp + ao) — (ak +... + a0) _ m= spln) 
p—1 p-1 ’ 


where 
Sp(n) = aot... + ak 


is the sum of digits of n when written in base p. Combining this computation 
with Legendre’s theorem we obtain the following result. 


Theorem 6.49. For all n > 1 and all primes p we have 


n — 8p(n) 
p—1 


Up(n!) = ’ 


where sp(n) is the sum of digits of n when written in base p. 
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This theorem immediately implies the following formula for the p-adic 
valuation of binomial coefficients. 


Corollary 6.50. For all primes p and all integersn > k >1 


: ( Gy __ Spk) + sp(n — k) ~ spln) 
PANJ) p—1 Í 


Let us observe that 22()*s 9 =spe(n) ig precisely the number of carries 
when adding k and n—k in base p. We obtain therefore the following beautiful 
theorem. 


Theorem 6.51. (Kummer) The p-adic valuation of (7) is the number of car- 
ries when adding k and n — k in base p. 


Remark 6.52. Even more precisely, for each 7 > 1 we have 


Fedde eral ar a 
pi pi pi po? 
where u,v, w are the remainders of k,n — k,n when divided by p’. Note that 


ut+v=v if and only ifu+v < pf, if and only if there is no carry in the jth 
digit when we add k and n — k in base p. Thus 


lel - 

pi pi pi 

is equal to 1 if there is a carry in the jth digit when adding k and n — k in 
base p, and it is equal to 0 otherwise. 


We illustrate the previous results with some concrete examples. 


Example 6.53. Prove that if n is a positive integer and 1 < k < 2”, then 


(E) 
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Proof. Using corollary 6.50 we obtain 


v2 (o = s2(k) + s2(2” — k) — s9(2”). 


If k = 2"s with r > 0 and s odd, then clearly r < n and 

s2(2” — k) = s2(2” — 2" s) = sa(2"™" — s) =n—-r+1—s9(s) = n-r+1-sz2(k). 
Taking into account that s2(2”) = 1, the result follows. o 
Example 6.54. Prove that n > 1 is a power of 2 if and only if 4 does not divide 
2 

(a) 

Proof. 4 does not divide ey if and only if v((?")) <1. This is equivalent 
to 2s2(n) — s2(2n) < 1. Since s2(2n) = s2(n) (as the binary expression of 2n 
is simply the binary expression of n followed by a terminal 0), this is further 


equivalent to so(n) < 1. Clearly, this happens if and only if n is a power of 
2. O 


Example 6.55. Prove that all numbers (7) with 1 < k < 2” are even and 
exactly one of them is not a multiple of 4. Which one? 


Proof. Corollary 6.50 gives 


v2 (ED = s2(k) + s2(2” — k) -1>1. 


In order to have equality we need s2(k) = s9(2” — k) = 1, which is easily seen 
to happen only for k = 2”—!. o 


Example 6.56. (IMO Shortlist 2008) Let n be a positive integer. Prove that 
the remainders of the numbers 


2 —1\ /2-1\ (2"-1 2" —1 
0 PRELP POO (2m1 


when divided by 2” are a permutation of 1,3,5, ...,2” — 1. 
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Proof. By Lucas’ theorem (or by example 6.53 and the equality es = 


ae iS )) all remainders belong to {1,3,5,...,2” — 1}, so it suffices to prove 


that (*",*) and ("";') are not congruent modulo 2” if 1 < k <1 < 2” are odd. 
Assume that 
am—1\_ (an—4 . 
( k )=( f ) (mod 2”) 
and observe that 


R E 
a a 


thus the congruence can be written as 


gn gn gn z 
-hte (a) 2 (mod 2”). 


Since Z ) is divisible by 2” whenever s is odd (by example 6.53), the previous 
congruence is equivalent to 


oe 2 2 \ n 
(Eh) h 2) a. 
n n 
Se E 
s€{l—1,l—3,...,k+1} 8 x 


for some z € {J—1,1—3,...,k+1}. Since (2) + (3) +... + (Z1) is a multiple 
of 2” and n > N, there must be y € {l1 — 1,1 — 3, ...,k +1} different from z 


= EOE 


Using again example 6.53, we obtain vo(r) = va(y). Let m = v(x) and 
without loss of generality, assume that x < y. Then z = 2a and y = 2™b 


Let 
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with a,b odd and a < b. But then z +2” € {l — 1,1 — 3,...,k +1} and (using 
once more example 6.53) 


T 


contradicting the minimality property of x. O 


6.3 Estimates for binomial coefficients and 
the distribution of prime numbers 


This section is rather technical, but contains many beautiful results con- 
cerning the distribution of prime numbers. The reader may want to skip some 
of the more involved estimates for a first reading. Our goal is to use Legendre’s 
formula and a detailed study of binomial coefficients and their p-adic valua- 
tions to try to answer the following basic question: about how many primes 
are there between 1 and n? 


6.3.1 Central binomial coefficients and Erdés’ inequality 


We will focus on central binomial coefficients, since these are the easiest 
to estimate asymptotically. More precisely, since (7) is the largest among 


(4), ..., (2) and the sum of these binomial coefficients is 2?”, it is clear that 


2n 4” 
4” > 2 
‘ e 2 mFi 


Also note that since (771) = (041) and ttt Patt) = 2?"+1, we have 


E ') <4.. 
n 


This will play a crucial role in the proof of the following beautiful result. If S 
is a set of positive integers, we make the convention that Į [pes p is the product 
of all primes in S (the letter p will always denote a prime in this section). 
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Theorem 6.57. (Erdés) For n > 2 the product of all primes not exceeding n 
is smaller than 4"-!. In other words 


I] p< 4}, 
psn 


Proof. The proof is by strong induction, the case n = 2 being clear. Assume 
that the result holds up to n — 1 and let us prove it for n > 2. If n is even, 
then clearly [],<,P = IIp<n-1p and we are done thanks to the inductive 
hypothesis. Assume that n = 2k + 1 is odd. Note that 


2k+1\  (2k+1)! _ (k+2)(k+8)...(2k +1) 
k ]) kM(k+1)! k! 


(FH) and so 


isa multiple of Te+2<p<2k+1 P, thus TIk+2<p<2k+1 P < 
2k+1 
Hes M e (”t) 
psn pSk+1 


By the inductive hypothesis J] <k+1 P < 4* and by the discussion preceding 
the theorem (***1) < 4*, hence 


MELS tae, 
psn 


finishing the proof. O 


Example 6.58. Prove that for all sufficiently large integers n there are 2n 
consecutive composite numbers smaller than n!. 


Proof. Let pı,...pp be all primes not exceeding 2n + 1. Then p1...Pk + 2, 
P1---Pk +3, ..., P1---Pk+2n+1 are all composite and the largest of these numbers 
is (by theorem 6.57) 


Pi- Pk + 2n +1 <4” +2n+1<2.4”. 


Since 2-4” < n! for n large enough, we are done. O 
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Example 6.59. Prove that for all n > 2 we have 
lem(1, 2, ... n) < 9”. 


Proof. Combining example 6.7 and theorem 6.57 gives 


lem(1, 2, ... n) = [J pe” = JI p Il plcerl < 4”. II n) <4" nv”, 
psn p>yn psvn <vn 


It suffices therefore to prove that 4"-nV” < 9”, or equivalently that un <ln 2. 


In 2 


A simple study of the function f(x) = ie shows that f is maximal at z = e 
and f(e?) = 2 <0.74<In$. o 


We give now a different and much more conceptual proof of the result 
established in example 3.31. 


Example 6.60. (IMC 2012) Is the set of positive integers n such that n! + 1 
divides (2012n)! finite or infinite? 


Proof. We will prove that there are only finitely many such n. Suppose that 
n!+1 divides (kn)!, where k = 2012. Then any prime factor of n!+1 is greater 
than n and smaller than or equal to kn. If p is such a prime factor, theorem 
6.39 combined with the inequality p > n yields 


up(n! + 1) < p((kn)!) < na zi 


Using theorem 6.57, it follows that 


n!+1= ff pOH) < I] #<(I[»"< gen, 
n<p<kn n<p<kn p<kn 


Thus any solution n of the problem satisfies n! < 4’n_ Tt follows immediately 
that there are only finitely many solutions. oO 


376 Chapter 6. p-adic valuations and the distribution of primes 


6.3.2 Estimating m(n) 
Recall that 


t(n) = D 1 
pín 
denotes the number of prime numbers not exceeding n. One of the deepest 
and most beautiful theorems in number theory is the following result proved 
by Hadamard and de la Vallée-Poussin in 1896. The proof of this result is way 
beyond the scope of this modest book. 


Theorem 6.61. (prime number theorem) We have 


n TMIN 
lim —; ) =; 
noo — 

Inn 


The famous prime number theorem asserts that for n large enough x(n) 


behaves like ; ae q: The following result gives a uniform upper bound for the 


quotient ae Of course, this bound is weaker than the one given by the prime 


number theorem, but it is rather amazing that with so few tools it already 
gives the "correct" upper bound. Note that 6In2 = 4.15.... 


Theorem 6.62. For all n > 2 we have 


n 


n™") < 64", or equivalently n(n) <6In2- an 


Proof. Since 
o) _ (n+1)(n+2)...(2n) 


n n! 


is a multiple of [J,<p<on P, we deduce that 
nm (2n)—1(n) 2n n 
n = [[ z< JJ 2< <4". 
n<p<2n n<ps2n n 
Setting n = 2" yields 


k(n(2**1) — 2(2)) < 2**1, or (k+ 1)m(2**1) — ke (2*) < 20t! + (2**4), 


6.8. Estimates for binomial coefficients 377 


Since 7(2*+1) < 2}, we obtain 
(k + 1)(2*+1) — kn(2*) < 3-2". 
Adding these inequalities for k = 1,2, ...,n — 1 we obtain the inequality 
n- n(2”) < 3-2”, 


In general, let k = |logs(n)|, so that 2* < n < 2*+1. Then using the previously 
established inequality, we obtain 


nT) < (gk +17") < g2ktt < 64”, 
yielding the desired result. o 


We would like to find a good lower bound for m(n). Actually we have 
already obtained a fairly good such bound in the previous section. More 
precisely we proved the inequality 


nT) > gn-1 


for all n > 1 in example 6.47. This can be rewritten as 


n—-1 
Inn’ 


n(n) > In2- 


and is a fairly good lower bound taking into account that In2 = 0.69... and 
that nl is essentially the same as >. In particular, this bound immediately 
implies the following one, which is weaker but has a somewhat more conceptual 
proof. 


Theorem 6.63. For n > 2 we have 
In2 
n™) > 2", or equivalently t(n) > ge 
Proof. One easily checks the result fo n < 5, so assume that n > 5. Writing 


n = 2k or n = 2k — 1 and using that 1(2k — 1) = 1(2k) for k > 2, it suffices 
to prove that (2k — 1)"(?4-)) > 2k for k > 3. Theorem 6.44 shows that for all 
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` ies 2k v (E) 4 v ()) = ; 
primes p dividing (45) we have p’?\\«/) < 2k — 1 (the equality p’?\\«/’ = 2k is 
impossible, as this would force p = 2 and k = 2/ for some j and then 2 = 2k). 


Thus 
(7) = Il pe D < (2k — Dusan 
p<2k-1 


Since (r) > stop it suffices to prove that 2" > 2k +1 for k > 3, which is 


immediate. o 


Example 6.64. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


ninn 
5 


Proof. The key point is that m (pn) = n, so we can use the previous estimates. 
For instance, theorem 6.62 yields 


< Pn < 6n Inn. 


64" > pr > n”, 
thus 
= ninn X ninn 
Pa? Ty 64 5 


Similarly, theorem 6.63 yields 


n> In2 š Pn : 
T 2 npm 
The function f(x) = ;3, being increasing for x > 3 (as a simple derivative 


computation shows), assuming that pn > 6nlnn we obtain 


In2 6n Inn 


i In(6n Inn)’ 


which yields 
In(6nInn) > 3in2-Inn > 2Inn=Inn?. 


We deduce that 6lnn > n, which is false for n > 20 (as one can easily check). 
For n < 20 it is not difficult to check the result by hand (taking into account 
that poo = 71). oO 
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Remark 6.65. Deep theorems of Rosser and Schoenfeld show that if pn is the 
nth prime, then pn > nlogn and for all n > 66 


y <T(n)< 


logn — 5 logn — 3° 


n 


We illustrate the previous theorems with two beautiful examples. 


Example 6.66. Let k be a positive integer. Prove that there is a positive integer 
n which can be written as the sum of two primes in more than k different ways. 


Proof. There are r(N)? pairs of prime numbers (p,q) with p,q < N. For any 
such pair the sum p + q is at most 2N. Therefore by the pigeonhole principle 
there must be an r < 2N which can be written as r = p+ q for at least 


n(N)? š (In 2)? N 
2N © 4 (nN)? 


pairs (p,q) (using theorem 6.63). This quantity tends to infinity as N grows, 
so for N large enough this implies that r can be written as a sum of primes 
in at least k ways. O 


Example 6.67. Prove that m(n) divides n for infinitely many n. 


Proof. The solution of this problem is short, but not easy to find! We claim 
that for any positive integer m > 2 we can find an integer n such that mz(n) = 
n. We will choose a = mk for some positive integer k, so the previous equation 
becomes (mk) _ . Consider the set 


s= {i ip 702 > >=}. 


my m 
Note that 1 € S, so S is nonempty. Since zle) tends to 0 as z — oo, the set S 
is finite. Letting k = mo we will prove ia rmk) _ =, which will finish 
the proof. If m(mnk) _ = 5 L does not hold, then rmk + 1): > n(mk) >k +1, 
contradicting the maximality of k. The result follows. o 
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6.3.3 Bertrand’s postulate 


The last result we want to establish in this section is the following theorem, 
that was conjectured by Bertrand in 1845 and proved by Chebyshev in 1850. 
Later on, Erdés simplified the proof, and we follow his approach here. The 
proof is unfortunately fairly technical and we advise the reader to skip it for 
a first reading. 


Theorem 6.68. (Bertrand’s postulate) For all n > 4 there is a prime p € 
(n,2n—2). In particular, for n > 1 there is always a prime between n and 2n. 


The key of the proof is again the study of the prime factorization of 2: 
It will be useful to introduce the following expression 


Ph = Il P, 
n<p<2n—1 


the product of all primes between n and 2n. Since it is not at all clear that 
there are such primes (this is after all what we are trying to prove!), we use 
the convention that P,, = 1 if there are no such primes. We will actually prove 
a much stronger result (see the discussion following the proof of the next 
theorem for the reason why it is much stronger than Bertrand’s postulate). 


Theorem 6.69. For all n > 125 we have 
43 

Pr > ay a 

(2n) V? 


Proof. Let A = (?"). All prime factors of A are between 1 and 2n and it is a 


n 
simple matter to check the equality 


A= P. Il p2, 
psn 


Note that i 
n m= 
= 4 = 4 
—~ 2n+1 2n 
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thus in order to prove the theorem it suffices to prove that 
[] 2? < (2n) V2. 47, 
psn 


For this, we will carefully analyze each p’?‘4). By theorem 6.44 each p’?‘4) is 
< 2n. Also, Legendre’s formula shows that vp(A) < 1 for p > /2n and, most 
importantly, that vp(A) = 0 for p € (2n/3,n]. Indeed, for such p we have 
Up((2n)!) = 2 and vp(n!) = 1, thus vp( 4) = 0. We conclude that 


I 2? < II (2n) ; JI p. 


psn p<V2n Vin<ps 22 


Now let n > 125 and let k = [vn], so that k > 15. Since 1,9,15,4,...,2 [š] 
are not primes, we have 


n(k) <k- 2+|$h<$-1< Tei 


Combining these observations with theorem 6.57 finally yields 


Il peA < (2n) V37! 45, 


pín 
as needed. o 


This fairly technical statement hides quite a lot of interesting information. 
For instance, since we trivially have 


P, < (2n) -Tln , 


the previous theorem yields 


ln 4 n n 
Teann 3 In2n J 


which shows that given c > ins we have 


m(2n) — t(n) > c 
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for all sufficiently large n, in other words there are many primes between n 
and 2n for n large enough. 

We still have to explain why theorem 6.69 implies Bertrand’s postulate. 
We assume from now on that n > 225 (using tables of primes, one checks 
that Bertrand’s postulate holds up to 225). Assume that there is no prime 
p E (n,2n — 2). This means that in the product defining P, there can be at 
most one term, namely 2n — 1, in particular P, < 2n—1 < 2n. Using theorem 
6.69 we obtain the inequality 


43 < (2n)i+v < (2n)v” 


and so 


oe < V2-Vn. 


Letting k = Rak we have k > 5 and the previous inequality yields 


2k < 3. V2. (k+1)<5(k+1). 


It is however easy to check by induction that 2° > 5(s + 1) for s > 5, yielding 
the desired contradiction. Note that this argument also shows that there are 
at least two primes between n and 2n for n > 225 (one actually checks that 
this holds for all n > 5). 


Remark 6.70. a) It is of course not necessary to check that Bertrand’s postulate 
for each n < 224 in order to finish the proof. Actually, using the sequence of 
primes 

7,11, 13, 19, 23, 37, 43, 73, 83, 139, 163, 277, 


the postulate is proved in no time at all for n < 225. 

b) Sylvester and Schur proved the following beautiful generalization of 
Bertrand’s postulate: ifn > k, then at least one of the numbers n,n+1,...,n+ 
k—1 has a prime factor greater than k. In other words, for n > 2k the binomial 
coefficient (%) has a prime factor greater than k. Erdés proved that for k > 202 


and n > 2k we have 
oe 
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which immediately implies the previous result for such n and k. The proof is 
unfortunately more technical than that of Bertrand’s postulate, even though 
the key ideas are the same. 

c) By a deep theorem of Polya, if k > 2 is an integer and if a, < a2 <... 
is the sequence of integers all of whose prime factors do not exceed k, then 
ai+1 — Q; tends to oo. In particular, if n is large enough, then every integer 
among n,n + 1,... n + k -— 1, with one possible exception, has a prime divisor 
greater than k. 

d) Legendre conjectured that for all sufficiently large n there is a prime 
between n and n+ yn. This is still wide open. 


After the previous hard work, it is time to see some concrete illustrations of 
these results. Unfortunately, there seems to be no easier proof for the following 
one. 


Example 6.71. For n > 1, n! is not a perfect power. 


Proof. We can assume that n > 3. By Bertrand’s postulate there is a prime 
between n/2 and n. Clearly vp(n!) = 1 and the result follows. o 


Remark 6.72. A difficult theorem of Erdös and Selfridge states that the prod- 
uct of consecutive integers is never a perfect power. The proof is much 
harder than that of the previous corollary. They actually prove that for 
all integers l,k > 1 and m > 1 there is a prime p > k whose exponent in 
(m + 1)(m + 2)...(m + k) is not a multiple of l. Moreover, they conjecture 
that if l > 2 and k > 3 then we can even find such p > k with exponent 1, 
except in one case, namely for 48 - 49 - 50 (for k = 2 there are infinitely many 
exceptions). 


Example 6.73. Prove that ifn > 1 then we can make n pairs (a1, b1), ..., (an, bn) 
out of the numbers 1, 2,...,2n, such that a; + b; is a prime for alll <i<n. 


Proof. We prove this statement by strong induction on n, the case n = 2 
being clear (consider the groups (1, 4) and (2,3)). Suppose that the statement 
is true for n < k and let us prove it for n = k. By Bertrand’s postulate there 
is a prime p such that 2k > p — 2k > 1. Considering the pairs (2k, p — 2k), 
(2k —1,p — 2k + 1),..., (24, Bs) and applying the inductive hypothesis to 
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1,2,...,p — 2k — 1 (note that p — 2k — 1 is even and less than 2k) yields the 
desired result. Oo 


Example 6.74. Let A be a subset of {1, 2, 3, ..., 2n} with more than n elements. 
Prove that there are two distinct elements of A whose sum is a prime number. 


Proof. Consider a partition on {1,2, ..., 2n} into pairs (a;, b;) such that a; + b; 
is a prime for all 1 <i < n. Since |A| > n, there is i such that a;,b; € A and 
we are done. o 


Example 6.75. Find all disjoint and nonempty subsets A,B C N such that 
AUB = N and whenever z,y are distinct positive integers belonging simul- 
taneously to A or to B, z + y is composite. 


Proof. Clearly letting A be the set of positive even integers and B the set 
of positive odd integers yields a solution of the problem. We obtain another 
solution by permuting the role of even and odd numbers. We will prove that 
there is no other solution. By symmetry we may assume that 1 € A, then 
clearly 2 € B and so 3 € A and 4 € B. Suppose now that n > 2 and that 
1,3,...,2n — 1 € A, while 2,4, ...,2n € B. By Bertrand’s postulate there is a 
prime p € (2n + 1,2(2n + 1) — 2) and then p — (2n + 1) € {2,4,...,2n} C B. 
Using the hypothesis of the problem, it follows that 2n +1 € A. Similarly, 
considering a prime p € (2n + 2,4n + 2) shows that 2n +2 € B. We have 
just proved by induction that A contains all odd positive integers and that B 
contains all even integers. The result follows. O 


Example 6.76. (USAMO 2012) For which integers n > 1 is there an infinite 
sequence aj, @2,a3,... of nonzero integers such that for all positive integers k 


ak + 2ag, +... + Nank = 0? 


Proof. Observe that n = 2 is not a solution of the problem. Indeed, the 
relation a, + 2a2, = 0 for all k forces 2f | a, for all j and k, thus a, = 0 
for all k. We will prove that all numbers different from 2 are solutions, by 
constructing such a sequence. We will moreover impose that aman = amn for 
all positive integers m,n, in particular aj = 1. Thus we only need to define 
ap for all primes p, and moreover the relation a, + 2a2, +... + Nank = 0 is 
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then equivalent to a] + 2a2 + ... + Nan = 0. For n = 4 one can define az = —1, 
a3 = —1 and give arbitrary nonzero values to ap for any prime p Æ 2, 3. 

Assuming that n # 2,4, we will prove in the next paragraph that we can 
find different primes p,q such that yn < p < nand b < q < n. For any 
prime r different from p and q define a, = q. Then ax is a multiple of q for 
any k € {1,2,...,n} different from 1, p,q since any such q has a prime divisor 
different from p and q (since p,q > yn). We only need to give values to ap 
and a, such that 


q-1 n 
X ia +qaqg+ D> ia; = 0, 
i=1 i=q+1 


in other words we need to find a value for ap such that q divides J4} ia; + 
Di=q+1 ii. As we have already observed, this sum is congruent modulo q to 
1+ pap, thus we can take any number m for which q | 1+ pm and set ap = m. 
We still need to prove the existence of p and q as above. We will assume that 
n > 16, for the other cases it is fairly easy to find explicitly p and q as desired. 
Applying Bertrand’s postulate we can find a prime q € (| 3] ,2|3| —2). Then 
% <q<n. Applying again Bertrand’s postulate, there is a prime p E (4,q). 
Then p > 4 > 4 > y^ and the claim is proved. o 


Erample 6.77. A polynomial f € Z[X,Y] with integer coefficients has the 
property that for all distinct primes p,q the number f(p,q) is divisible by p 
or by q. Prove that f(X,Y) = Xg(X,Y) or f(X,Y) = Yg(X,Y) for some 
polynomial g with integer coefficients. 


Proof. We need to prove that at least one of the polynomials f(X,0) and 
f(0,Y) is 0. Assume that this is not the case and take positive integers c,d 
such that for all positive integers x 


max(|f(2,0)|,|f(0,«)|) < ex*. 


This is possible, since f(X,0) and f(0, X) are polynomials. Let S be the finite 
set of all roots of the polynomial f(0, X) and consider a large positive integer 
N such that the equation f(x,0) = 0 has no solution in (cN4%,2cN%) (this 
holds for all sufficiently large N since by assumption f(X,0) is not the zero 
polynomial). 
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We claim that if q < N and p > cN’ are primes, then q € S or q | f(p,0). 
Indeed, suppose that q ¢ S and q does not divide f(p,0), thus q does not 
divide f(p,q) and the hypothesis gives p | f(p,q). This forces p | f(0,q), 
which is impossible since f(0,q) # 0 and |f(0,q)| < cg? < cN? < p. The 
claim is therefore proved. 

We conclude that for all primes p > cN@ 


II @1|f@,9). 


a<N,q¢S 


By Bertrand’s postulate there is a prime p € (cN4,2cN%) and for such p the 
number f(p,0) is nonzero (by the choice of N) and |f(p, 0)| < cp? < c(2cN%)?. 
We obtain therefore the existence of a constant k such that for all sufficiently 


large N we have 
Il q< kN P, 


q<N 


This is however impossible by example 6.48. The result follows. o 


6.4 Problems for practice 
The yoga of p-adic valuations 


1. (Russia 2000) Prove that there is a partition of N with 100 sets such 
that if a,b,c € N satisfy a + 99b = c, then at least two of the numbers 
a, b,c belong to the same set. 


2. (Iran 2012) Prove that for any positive integer t there is an integer n > 1 
relatively prime to t such that none of the numbers n+t, n? +t, n? +t, ... 
is a perfect power. 


3. Prove that if n,k are positive integers, then no matter how we choose 


signs + 
l a aS e : 


= k+1 k+n 


£ 


1 
k 
is not an integer. 
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10. 


11. 


12. 
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. (Romania TST 2007) Let n > 3 and let aj,...,an be positive integers 


such that gcd(ai,...,@n) = 1 and Iem(qa,...,an) | a1 +... + an. Prove 
that a1a2...an divides (a, + az + ... + an)". 


. (Erdés-Turan) Let p be an odd prime and let S be a set of n positive 


integers. Prove that one can choose a subset T of S with at least [3] 
elements such that for all distinct elements a,b € T we have 


vp(a + b) = min(vp(a), vp(b)). 


. (Ostrowski) Find all functions f : Q — [0, 00) such that 


i) f(z) = 0 if and only if z = 0; 
ii) f(zy) = f(x) - f(y) and f(x +y) < max(f(2), f(y)) for all x,y. 


. Find all integers n > 1 for which 


n” | (n- ib ane +(n+ eo. 


. (Mathlinks Contest) Let a,b be distinct positive rational numbers such 


that a” — b” € Z for infinitely many positive integers n. Show that 
a,b E€ Z. 


. (Saint Petersburg) Find all positive integers m,n such that m”|n™ — 1. 


(Balkan 1993) Let p be a prime and let m > 2 be an integer. Prove that 


if the equation 
PHYP | E9 


2 2 
has a positive integer solution (x,y) # (1,1), then m = p. 


(China TST 2004) Let a be a positive integer. Prove that the equation 
n! = a’ — a° has a finite number of solutions (n, b, c) in positive integers. 


(China TST 2016) Let c,d be integers greater than 1. Define a sequence 
(an)n>1 by a1 = c and an41 = a4 +c for n > 1. Prove that for any n > 2 
there is a prime number p dividing a, and not dividing a1a2...an—1. 
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13 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 
18. 
19. 


20. 


21. 
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(Kvant M 1687) Find the largest possible number of elements of the set 
{2” — 1|n € Z} that are terms of a geometric progression. 


(Iran TST 2009) Let a be a positive integer. Prove that there are in- 
finitely many primes dividing at least one of the numbers 


22" +a, 9? +a, 22 +a,... 
(China TST 2016) A point in the coordinate plane is called rational if 


its coordinates are rational numbers. Given a positive integer n, can we 
color all rational points using n colors such that 


a) each point receives one color; 


b) any line segment whose endpoints are rational points contains rational 
points of each of the n colors? 


(China TST 2010) Let k > 1 be an integer and let n = 2*+1. Prove that 
for any positive integers a, < a2 <... < an, the number []y<jcj<n(ai + 
aj) has at least k + 1 different prime divisors. 


Legendre’s formula 


(Komal) Which binomial coefficients are powers of a prime? 
Prove that @) | lem(1,2,...,2n) for all positive integers n. 


Prove that for all positive integers n and all integers a we have 
1 
PAGA — 1)(a” — a)...(a” =a") € Z. 

Prove that if k < n then 


n(” R ') | lem(n,n — 1,... n — k). 


(Mathematical Reflections S 206) Find all integers n > 1 having a prime 
factor p such that vp(n!) | n — 1. 
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22 


23. 


24. 


25. 


26. 


27. 


28. 
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. (Romania TST 2015) Let k be an integer greater than 1. When n runs 
through the integers greater than or equal to k, what is the largest 
number of divisors of (%) that belong to {n — k +1,n — k +2, ...,n}? 


(Mathematical Reflections O 285) Define a sequence (an)n>1 by a1 = 1 
and an+1 = 2"(2% — 1) for n > 1. Prove that n! | an for all n > 1. 


(China 2015) For which integers k are there infinitely many positive 
integers n such that n + k does not divide (?”)? 


(Romania TST 2007) Find all positive integers x,y such that 


2007 _ 42007 a) ay! 


a) Prove that for all n > 2 we have 


v2 e) —(-1)” e = 89(n) + 2 + 3v2(n), 


where s2(n) is the sum of the digits in the base 2 expansion of n. 
b) (AMM E 2640) Find the exponent of 2 in the prime factorization of 


the number 
gntl Qn 


(China TST 2016) Define a function f : N —> Q* as follows: write a 
positive integer n = 2'm with k > 0 and m odd, and set f(n) = mi~}. 
Prove that for all n > 1 the number f(1)f(2)...f(n) is an integer divisible 
by any odd positive integer not exceeding n. 


(IMO Shortlist 2014) If z is a real number, we denote by ||x|| the distance 
between x and the nearest integer. Prove that if a, b are positive integers, 
then we can find a prime p > 2 and a positive integer k such that 


Helt 
pk 


a a+b 
oF Falae 
p p 
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30. 


31. 


32. 


33. 


34. 


35. 


36. 


37. 


38. 
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(Erdés-Palfy-Szegedy theorem) Let a,b be positive integers such that 
the remainder of a when divided by any prime p does not exceed the 
remainder of b when divided by p. Prove that a = b. 


Estimates for binomial coefficients and the distribution 
of prime numbers 


Prove that there exist two consecutive squares such that there are at 
least 2000 primes between them. 


A finite sequence of consecutive positive integers contains at least one 
prime number. Prove that the sequence contains a number that is rela- 
tively prime to all other terms of the sequence. 


Prove that 2pn41 > Pn + Pn+2 for infinitely many n, where pn is the nth 
prime. 


(AMM) Find all integers m,n > 1 such that 
1!-3!-...-(2n—1)! = m!. 


(EMMO 2016) Let ai < ag < ... be an infinite increasing sequence of 
positive integers such that the sequence ( Sn.) is bounded. Prove that for 
infinitely many n the number an divides lcm(a1, ..., @n—1). 


Does the equation z! = y!(y + 1)! have infinitely many solutions in pos- 
itive integers? 


(Richert’s theorem) Prove that any integer larger than 6 is a sum of 
distinct primes. 


(China TST 2015) Prove that there are infinitely many integers n such 
that n? + 1 is squarefree. 


(USAMO 2014) Prove that there is a constant c > 0 with the following 
property: if a,b,n are positive integers such that gcd(a + i,b+ j) >1 
for all i,j € {0,1,...n}, then 


z 
2 


min{a, b} > c”-n2. 
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39. (Mertens) Prove that for all n > 1 


l 
—6 < J DR ie: 
psn 


40. (Mertens) Prove that the sequence (an)n>2 defined by 


an = yo = -Ininn 


psn 


is bounded, where the sum is over all primes not exceeding n. 


Chapter 7 


Congruences for composite 
moduli 


The goal of this chapter is to make a more detailed study of Euler’s totient 
function and its applications to congruences for composite moduli. The first 
section deals with the Chinese remainder theorem, which we use to explain 
how to reduce polynomial congruences for composite moduli to congruences for 
primes and powers of primes (which was the subject of the previous chapter). 
We then establish Euler’s theorem and give many applications. Finally, we 
discuss the important notion of order modulo n and that of primitive roots 
modulo n. 


7.1 The Chinese remainder theorem 


7.1.1 Proof of the theorem and first examples 


The Chinese remainder theorem is a very useful result allowing one to find 
solutions to systems of linear congruences whose moduli are pairwise relatively 
prime. It is a very powerful tool in constructive problems. Roughly speaking, 
it says that congruences modulo a and modulo b are unrelated as long as a 
and b are relatively prime. The precise statement is the following. 
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Theorem 7.1. Let m1,mo,...,m, be pairwise relatively prime integers and 
let ay,...,a% be arbitrary integers. Then the system of congruences x = aj 
(mod m), 1<i<k has solutions, and these solutions form an infinite arith- 
metic progression with common difference m,...mz (in other words, any two 
solutions differ by a multiple of m1...mx). 


Proof. For each i € {1,2,...,k} we have ged(m;, [],4;™mj) = 1, thus there is an 
integer k; such that ki -[],4;mj; = 1 (mod mj). Setting x; = ki - J[jz; Mj, we 
have x; = ði; (mod m;) for 1 < i,j < k, where 6,; = 1 if i = j and 6; = 0 if 
i Æ j. But then z = azı + ... + azz satisfies xz = a; (mod m;) for 1 < i < k, 
finishing the proof of the existence part. 

Next, fix a solution zo of the system. Any other solution zx satisfies x = 
a; = Zo (mod m;) for 1 < i < k. Thus mj,...,m, divide x — x and since 
they are relatively prime, we deduce that m...mz | £ — xo. Thus any two 
solutions differ by a multiple of m...m,z. Conversely, if m1...m, | £ — xo, then 
Mı,- Mpk all divide x — zo and so z is also a solution. Thus the solutions 
form an infinite arithmetic progression with common difference m1...m, and 
the result follows. O 


We continue with a long series of examples illustrating the Chinese remain- 
der theorem. The condition that m1, ...,m, are pairwise relatively prime may 
seem too strong in theorem 7.1. Note however that if x, a1, ..., Ok, M1, ..., Mk 
are integers satisfying x = a; (mod m;) for 1 < i < k, then necessarily 
gced(m;,m,) divides a; — aj = (x — aj) — (x — a;) for all 1 < i,j < k. The 
next example states that this necessary condition is also sufficient, thereby 
establishing the optimal form of the Chinese remainder theorem. 


Example 7.2. If a1, a2,...,a,% are integers and m1, M2, ..., Mp are positive inte- 
gers such that a; = a; (mod ged(m;, m;)) for all 1 < i,j < k, then there are 
integers x such that x = a; (mod m;) for 1 < i < k. 


Proof. The result is clear if mjm2...m, = 1, so assume that this is not the 
case and let pj,..., Pn be the different prime factors of mymg...m,z. For each i, 
choose j(i) such that 


Up, (mja) = max(Up, (mi), Up; (mx)) 
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and let s; = vp; (Miq). 

By the Chinese remainder theorem we can find x such that x = aj) 
(mod p;*) for all 1 <i < k. We claim that x is a solution, which comes down 
to proving the inequality 


Up, (x = a) 2 Up; (m) 


fr 1 <l<kand1<i<n. By hypothesis ged(m;, mj) divides a; — aj{i), 
thus 

Up; (aq — aj(i)) > vp (gcd(m, ™5(%))) = vp (m). 
It follows that 


Vp; (£ — a1) = min(vp; (x — aj), Vp: (aja) — a1)) Z min(si, Vp,(™m1)) = Vp, (m) 
and we are done. o 


We continue with some constructive problems in which the Chinese re- 
mainder theorem plays a key role. 


Example 7.3. (Czech-Slovak 2008) Prove the existence of a positive integer n 
such that for all integers k, all prime divisors of k? + k +n are greater than 
2008. 


Proof. Let p1,...,p% be all primes not exceeding 2008. We deal first with each 
Pi, proving that we can find n such that the congruence k? +k +n = 0 
(mod p;) has no solutions. If p; = 2, simply choose n = 1, so suppose that 
pi > 2. Choose a quadratic non-residue a modulo p; and pick n such that 
4n—1 = —a (mod p;) (which is possible since p; is odd). Then the congruence 
k? +k +n = 0 (mod p;) has no solutions, since any solution would satisfy 
(2k + 1)? = —(4n — 1) = a (mod pj), contradicting the choice of a. Thus we 
can find for each i an integer n; such that the congruence k? + k +n; = 0 
(mod p;) is not solvable. The Chinese remainder theorem shows that we can 
find n congruent to n; modulo p; for all 1 < i < k, and such n satisfies all 
requirements by construction. m 


Example 7.4. (Russia 1995) Is there a permutation a1,a2,... of the set of all 
positive integers with the property that a] +a2+...+@, is a multiple of n for 
all n > 1? 
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Proof. We will prove that the answer is positive by inductively constructing 
such a sequence. Define a; = 1 and assume that a1, ..., ak have already been 
defined. We will define next a4; and agi. Let aķ+2 be the smallest positive 
integer different from aj, ...,a,. Next, choose a,4 different from a1, ..., ax, @x+2 
such that ay441 = —(ai+...+a,%) (mod k+1) and ag41 = —(ai+...+a,+ax+42) 
(mod k + 2). The existence of such a number is a consequence of the Chinese 
remainder theorem. Note that by construction the sequence aj, ag, ... satisfies 
all requirements. oO 


Example 7.5. (Baltic 2006) Is there a sequence a1, a2, ag, . . . of positive integers 
such that the sum of every n consecutive elements is divisible by n? for every 
positive integer n? 


Proof. We will construct the sequence inductively. Set a; = 1 and suppose 
that a1, ... ag have already been constructed. For 1 < i < k let b; = (i + 1)? 
and ci = —ak —@p_1 —...—Gp_—i41. Note that if i < j, then cj — c; is the sum of 
j — i consecutive terms of the sequence a1, ...,@,%, hence a multiple of (j — i)’, 
which itself is a multiple of gcd(b;, bj). By example 7.2 we can find a positive 
integer ag+ı such that aķk+ı = c; (mod b;) for 1 < i < k. Now any sequence 
of j € {1,2,...,4 + 1} consecutive elements of the sequence aj,...,dx%41 is a 
multiple of j?, so the inductive step is proved. o 


We end this section with some more challenging examples. 


Example 7.6. (Russia 2008) Find all positive integers n with the following 
property: there are positive integers b1, b2, ..., bn, not all equal and such that 
the number (b; + k)(b2 + k)...(bn +k) is a power of an integer for each natural 
number k. Here, a power means a number of the form z” with z,y > 1. 


Proof. If n is composite, say n = ab with a,b > 1, then we can choose bı = 
bo =... = bg = 1, then ba41 =... = b2a = 2 and all the other b;’s equal to 1. 
Then for any k we have 


(bi + k)(bo + k)...(bn + k) = (k +1)9(k + 2)%(k + 1)20-?), 


which is a power. 
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Suppose now that n is a prime and that 0),...,b, satisfy the conditions 
of the problem. Let cj,c2,...,cw be the set of distinct numbers among 
by, be, ...,bn, with multiplicities m1, m2, .... my. By assumption, we have N > 1 
and clearly n = mı +m2+...+ my. Moreover, for any k, the number 
(cy + k)™ (co + k)™...(cw + k)™ is a perfect power. The key point is to 
choose numbers k for which we can find distinct primes pj, po, ..., py such that 
Up, (cj + k) = 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise. In this case, if 


ci + ky™ (c2 + k)™...(en + kK)’ = xË 
( )™( ) N 


for some x,y > 1, we have yup,(x) = m;, so that y divides all m;. But then 
y divides their sum, which is n and since n is a prime, it follows that n = y. 
Thus n = y will divide all m; and this obviously contradicts the fact that 
N > 1 and mı +m +... +My =n. 

Thus, we are done if we can find distinct primes pj, p2,...,pn and k such 
that vp,(c; + k) = 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise. This is very simple: first, we 
choose some distinct prime numbers p1, po,...,pn, sufficiently large, say not 
dividing any of the numbers c; — cj with i # j and then choose k such that 
k+ci = pi (mod p?) for all i. Such k exists by the Chinese remainder theorem. 
Of course, vp; (k+c;) = 1 and for j 4 i we cannot have p;|c; +k, since otherwise 
pi would divide c; — cj, contradicting the choice of p;. Thus, such k satisfies all 
desired conditions and the answer to the problem is: precisely the composite 
numbers. O 


Example 7.7. (IMO Shortlist 2014) Let ay < ag < ... < an be pairwise 
relatively prime positive integers with a, being prime and a, > n+2. On the 
segment I = [0,a1a2...an] of the real line, mark all integers that are divisible 
by at least one of the numbers a1, ag, ...,@n. These points split J into a number 
of smaller segments. Prove that the sum of the squares of the lengths of these 
segments is divisible by ay. 


Proof. Let 0 = bo < by < ... < bj = a1G2...an be all marked integers, thus we 
need to understand (bı — bo)? + (be — b1)? +... + (bı — b-1)?. We start by 
finding a more manageable expression. 

Call an interval J admissible if it is a closed (nontrivial, i.e. not re- 
duced to a point) sub-interval [a,b] of [0,a1...a,] and there are no marked 
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points in the open interval (a,b). Let N be the number of admissi- 
ble intervals. Consider now pairs (I,J), where I is an interval among 
[bo, b1], [b1, b2], ..-, [bx-1, b1] and J is an admissible interval contained in J. Since 
the intervals [bo, bi], [b1, b2], ..., [bx-1, bı] have no common interior points and 
cover [0,@1...@n], for each admissible interval J there is a unique pair (J, J) 
attached to J, thus there are N such pairs. On the other hand, if we fix an 
interval I among [bo, b1], [b1, be], ..., [b1—1, bı], say I = [b;, 6:41] for some 7, then 
clearly the admissible intervals contained in J are all intervals of the form |z, y] 
with b; < x < y < bj41, and there are (a) such intervals. Therefore, a 
double count of the pairs (I, J) reveals the crucial identity 


i bi41 — bi +1 
2, 5 =N 
i=0 
or equivalently 

1—1 

X (bii — bi)? = 2N — a...an. 

i=0 
It is therefore sufficient to prove that N is a multiple of a,. The advantage is 
that N is rather easily understood. 

Since an admissible interval contains no multiple of a; in its interior, the 
length of the interval cannot exceed a. Let us fix now d € {1,2,...,a1} and 
count the admissible intervals of length d. In other words, we need to find the 
number of integers x € {0,1,...,@1...¢n — d} such that (x,x + d) contains no 
multiple of any of the numbers a1, ..., an. Note that this is the same as the 
number of z € {0,1,...,@1...¢n—1} with the same property. Such z is a solution 
if and only if its remainder when divided by a; belongs to {0, 1, ...,a; — d} for 
all i. Since the numbers a1, ..., an are relatively prime, the Chinese remainder 
theorem implies that the number of such z is 


#(@) =] [la —4 +1). 
i=1 
Thus 


N= thi +1- d)(a2 +1- d)...(an +1- d). 
d=1 
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Since the polynomial []?_, (a: +1—X) has degree n < a; —1 and a; is a prime, 
corollary 5.77 yields 

ai 

X (a1 +1-d)(ag+1-—4d)...(a,+1—d)=0 (mod aj), 

d=1 


proving therefore that a; | N and finishing the proof. O 


Example 7.8. (USA TST 2012) A function f : N — N has the property that 
gcd(f(m), f(n)) = 1 whenever ged(m, n) = 1, and n < f(n) < n+ 2012 for all 
n. Prove that if n > 1 then any prime divisor of f(n) is a prime divisor of n. 


Proof. We start by proving that f has many fixed points, more precisely we 
prove the existence of an infinite sequence 1 < jı < jo < ... of pairwise rela- 
tively prime integers such that f (jk) = jp for all k. Consider the sequence (an) 
defined by a, = 2013! + 1 and aj41 = a;! + 1 for i > 1. Then clearly aj, a2,... 
are pairwise relatively prime, so f(a1), f(a2),... are also pairwise relatively 
prime. Since 0 < f(a;) —a; < 2012 for all i, there is k € {0, 1, ..., 2012} and an 
infinite sequence 71 < ig < ... such that f(aj,) — ai, = f (aiz) — aig =... = k. 
Since k +1 | a; — 1 = aj_1! for i > 2 (note that a; > 2013 for all j), we have 
k+1 |a; +k = fla) for all j > 2. Since f(a;,) and f (ai) are relatively 
prime, this forces k = 0 and so we can take j1 = ai,, ja = dig,..., establishing 
the desired result. Note that since jı, jo,... are pairwise relatively prime, for 
any N > 1 there are infinitely many k such that gced(j,, N) = 1. 

Let now n > 1 and let p be a prime factor of f(n). Suppose that p does 
not divide n. By the previous paragraph we can find pairwise relatively prime 
numbers qi < ... < q2012 which are relatively prime to pn - 2012! and satisfy 
f(a) = qi for 1 < i < 2012. By the Chinese remainder theorem there is an 
integer a > 1 such that a = 0 (mod p), a= 1 (mod n) and a = —i (mod qi) 
for 1 < i < 2012. Since gcd(a,n) = 1 and p | gcd(a, f(n)), we cannot have 
f(a) =a, thus f(a) = a+ i for some 1 <i < 2012. Then 


ged(f(qi), f(a)) = gcd(qi,a + i) > 1, 
which gives gcd(q,a) > 1. Combined with the congruence a = —i (mod qi), 
this yields gcd(q;,7) > 1, which is impossible since gcd(q;, 2012!) = 1. Thus p 
must divide n and the result follows. O 
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7.1.2 The local-global principle 


The next theorem is very useful in practice: it shows that in order to solve 
polynomial congruences f(x) = 0 (mod n) it suffices to understand the case 
when n is a power of a prime, which we have already dealt with in chapter 4. 


Theorem 7.9. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients. If n is a positive 
integer, let 


A(n) = {x € {0,1,....n-1}| f(x)=0 (mod n)}. 
If mi, ..., Mmk are pairwise relatively prime positive integers, then the map! 
A(m ...mz) > A(mı) x... x A(mgk), LH (x (mod mı),... £ (mod mg)) 


is bijective. In particular, A(m,...m,) is nonempty if and only if A(m,) are 
nonempty for 1 <i < k, in which case 


|A(my...mg)| = [A(mm)| + ~- Afm): 


Proof. Let n = m,...mz. Note that if f(x) = 0 (mod n) and r; = x (mod m) 
then 0 = f(x) = f(ri) (mod m,), thus r; € A(m;) and the map, call it f, 
from the statement of the theorem is well-defined. Let us prove its injectivity. 
If x,y E€ A(n) have the same image through f then z = y (mod m) for 
1<i<k. Since mj,...,m, are pairwise relatively prime, we deduce from the 
Chinese remainder theorem that x and y are congruent modulo n = my...mx. 
Since x,y € {0,1,...,n — 1} we conclude that x = y. 

Let us prove now surjectivity. Let z; E€ A(m,;), we need to prove the 
existence of x € A(n) such that z (mod m;) = x; for 1 < i < k. By the 
Chinese remainder theorem we can find x € {0,1,...,2 — 1} such that z = 2; 
(mod m;), thus x (mod m;) = 2; for 1 < i < k. Since x = 2; (mod m) 
and z; E A(m,;) we have f(x) = f(z;) = 0 (mod m;) for 1 < i < k. Using 
again that mj,...,m, are pairwise relatively prime, we deduce that f(r) =0 
(mod n) and so z € A(n), as desired. Oo 


The following result is an immediate consequence of the previous theorem, 
but we state it explicitly since it is very important in practice. 


Here z (mod N) denotes the remainder of z when divided by N 
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Corollary 7.10. Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients and letn > 1 
be an integer, with prime factorization n = ph...pk. The number of solutions 
of the congruence f(x) =0 (mod n) is the product of the number of solutions 
of the congruences f(x) =0 (mod p), l<i<s. 


Ezample 7.11. Let n be an integer greater than 1. Find the number of integers 
x € {0,1,...,2 — 1} such that 

a) z? = x (mod n). 

b) z? =1 (mod n). 


Proof. a) We first consider the case when n is a power of a prime, say n = p* 
for some prime p and some k > 1. Then z? = z (mod n) is equivalent to 
p! | a(x —1). Since x and x — 1 are relatively prime, this can only occur when 
either p? | x or pë | x —1. In other words, in this case the congruence has 
exactly two solutions: 0 and 1. Corollary 7.10 then shows that in general the 
congruence x” = x (mod n) has 2° solutions, where s is the number of distinct 
prime factors of n. 

b) Similarly, we start with the case n = p*, in which case we need to 
understand the divisibility p* | (x — 1)(z +1). If p > 2 then p cannot divide 
both z — 1 and x + 1 thus we must have p* | z — 1 or p* | x + 1, giving two 
solutions (x = 1 and x = p* — 1) of the congruence. Suppose now that p = 2. 
If k = 1 then we have one solution, x = 1, if k = 2 we have two solutions 
x = 1 and x = 3, so assume that k > 3. Then x must be odd and one of x — 1, 
z+1 must be a multiple of 2*~! since gcd(z — 1,2 +1) = 2. We then obtain 4 
solutions: x = 1,2*-1+41,2* —1,2*-1—1. In conclusion, using corollary 7.10, 
we deduce that for n = 2% pF |. phe with pj, ...,ps pairwise distinct odd primes 
and k; > 1 (but we allow s = 0) 

e if a < 1 then the congruence has 2° solutions. 

e if a = 2 the congruence has 2°+! solutions. 


o if aœ > 3 the congruence has 2°? solutions. o 
Example 7.12. Prove that the number of solutions of the congruence g? = —1 
(mod n) is 


a) 0 if 4 |n or if p| n for some prime p = 3 (mod 4); 
b) 2° otherwise, where s is the number of different odd prime divisors of n. 
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Proof. Part a) follows directly from corollary 5.28. For part b), by corollary 
7.10 it suffices to deal with the case n = p* for some prime p = 1 (mod 4) and 
some k > 1. In this case we need to prove that the congruence has exactly two 
solutions. The case k = 1 follows easily from theorem 5.55, and the general 
case follows from Hensel’s lemma: each solution of the congruence z? = — 

(mod p) uniquely lifts to a solution of the congruence z? = —1 (mod p*). O 


Example 7.13. Find all integers n > 1 for which we can find integers a,b such 
that 


a? +b? +1=0 (mod n). 


Proof. Since z? = 0,1 (mod 4) for any integer x, the number a? + b? + 1 is 
never divisible by 4. Thus a solution n of the problem is not divisible by 
4. Conversely, we will prove that if n > 1 is not a multiple of 4, then the 
congruence a? + b? + 1=0 (mod n) has solutions. Write n = 2° - p{}...p®% for 
some e € {0,1}, some pairwise distinct primes 2, p1, -.., Ps and some integers 
€1,-.-,€s > 0. If there are integers ao, bo, ...,@s,bs such that az + be +1=0 
(mod 2°) and a? +b? +1 = 0 (mod p$’) for 1 < i < s, then the Chinese 
remainder theorem gives us integers a,b such that a = ag (mod 2°),a = a 
(mod p‘) for 1 < i < s and similarly b = bọ (mod 2°),b = b; (mod pj‘) for 
1<i<-s. Then clearly a? +b? +1 = 0 (mod n). Thus we may assume that 
n is a power of a prime p, and n € {1,2} if p = 2. The case p = 2 being clear, 
assume that n = pë with p > 2 and k > 1. We can find a,b € {0,1,..., 23 

such that a? = —(b? + 1) (mod p) (since the sets {a? (mod p)|0 < a < %+} 
and {(b? + 1) (mod p)|0 < b < bo} have eh elements each, and there are 
p< pl + pt remainders modulo p). Thus the congruence a? +b? +1 = 0 
(mod p) has solutions. Choose a solution (ao, bo) with gcd(p, ao) = 1 (we may 
always achieve this, possibly by permuting ao and bọ). Choose any integer b 
that is congruent to bọ modulo p. Hensel’s lemma applied to the polynomial 
f(X) = X? +b? +1 shows that the solution a9 modulo p of the congruence 
f(z) =0 (mod p) lifts uniquely to a solution a modulo p* of the congruence 
f(z) = 0 (mod p*). Thus the congruence a? +b? +1 = 0 (mod p*) has 
solutions, and we are done. 0 
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Example 7.14. (generalization of IMO Shortlist 1997) Let m,n > 1 be rela- 
tively prime integers. An infinite arithmetic progression of integers contains 
an mth power and an nth power. Prove that it also contains an mnth power. 


Proof. Let (a + jd)j;>0 be the arithmetic progression. By assumption the 
congruences 2” = a (mod d) and y” = a (mod d) have solutions, and we 
need to prove that the congruence z™ = a (mod d) also has solutions. Using 
theorem 7.9, we may assume that d = p! for some prime p and some positive 
integer k. Choose integers x,y such that x” = a (mod p*) and y” = 
(mod p*). If a is a multiple of p*, simply take z = 0, so assume that vp(a) < k. 
Since x” = a (mod p*), it follows that mup(£) = vp(x™) = vp(a). Similarly 
nup(y) = vp(a). Thus m and n divide vp(a) and hence mn also divides vp(a) 
(as m and n are relatively prime). 

Write vp(a) = mnt for some integer t, thus vp(x) = nt and up(y) = mt. 
Since z™ = a (mod p*), we deduce that mnt is an mth power modulo p*-™™, 
Similarly, —4¢ is an nth power modulo f pk-mnt, So, it suffices to prove the 
following lemma in order to conclude. 


Lemma 7.15. Let m,n be relatively prime, let p be a prime number and let 
N > 1. If a is relatively prime to p and is an mth power and an nth power 
modulo p™ , then it is also an mnth power modulo p™ . 


The proof of the lemma is very simple: choose integers a,b such that 
z = a™ (mod p™) and z = b” (mod p™). Now a™ = b” (mod p™), hence 
av™ = bY” (mod p) for all u > 1. By Bezout’s lemma we can find u such 
that un = 1 (mod m). The previous congruence shows that b must be an mth 
power modulo p™, and so x = b” (mod p™) is an mnth power. o 


Example 7.16. Consider the polynomial f(X) = (X? + 3)(X? — 13)(X? + 39). 
Prove that the congruence f(z) = 0 (mod n) has solutions for all integers 
n>l. 


Proof. By corollary 7.10 we may assume that n is a power of a prime, say 
n = p. Asome first that k = ` and let us prove that at least one of the 
congruences z? = —3 (mod p), z? = 13 (mod p) and z? = —39 (mod p) has 
solutions. This is Eila if p = 3 or p = 13, so assume that gcd(p, 39) = 1. If 
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neither of these congruences has solutions, we obtain ($3) = -], (2) =-l 
and (=22) = —1, contradicting the multiplicative character of Legendre’s 


symbol (theorem 5.101), which gives (=) = ($3) . (2). This settles the 
case k = 1. 

Assume now that k > 1 and p Æ 2,3,13. By Hensel’s lemma any solution 
xo of the congruence x” = a (mod p) with a € {—3, 13, —39} lifts uniquely to 
a solution of the congruence x? = a (mod p*) (note that 2zọ is not divisible 
by p by our hypothesis on p). Thus we are done in this case. It remains to 
deal with the cases p = 2,3,13. If p = 3 we can use Hensel’s lemma to lift 
the solution x = 1 of the congruence z? = 13 (mod 3) to a solution of the 
congruence z? = 13 (mod 3%). We deal similarly with the case p = 13, by 
lifting via Hensel’s lemma the solution x = 6 of the congruence z? + 3 = 0 
(mod 13). Finally, we have to deal with the case p = 2. We prove by induction 
the existence of a sequence £n such that 2”|z? +39. Take zı = 1, £2 = 1 and 
x3 = 1. Assuming that x2 + 39 = 2” - k for some integer k and n > 3, we have 
(2071r + an)? + 39 = 2"(xan + k) (mod 2"+1). If k is even set tn41 = Tn, 
otherwise set x = 1 and so 2n41 = In +k. Note that the case p = 2 could also 
have been treated using example 5.170(b), where we saw that the congruence 
x? = a (mod 2”) has solutions for all n if a = 1 (mod 8). Applying this to 
a = —39 solves this case. o 


The next example is a variation on the proof of theorem 7.9. 


Example 7.17. (AMM E 2330) Let f : N — Z be a function such that a — b | 
f(a) — f(b) for all positive integers a,b. Let a(n) (respectively b(n)) be the 
number of terms of the sequence f(1), f (2), ..., f(n) which are multiples of n 
(respectively relatively prime to n). Prove that a,b: N — Z are multiplicative 


functions and 
(n) =n]I( - 2), 


pln 


Proof. We start with a simple but crucial observation. Let m,n be rela- 
tively prime integers and consider j € {1,2,... mn}. Let u € {1,2,...,n} 
and v € {1,2,...,m} be the unique integers for which j = u (mod n) and 
j =v (mod m). Then mn divides f(j) if and only if n | f(u) and m | f(v). 
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Indeed, mn divides f(j) if and only if m | f(j) and n | f(j), which happens if 
and only if m | f(v) and n | f(u) (since f(j) = f(v) (mod m) and f(j) = f(u) 
(mod n) by assumption). 

Next, let 


A= {ue {1,2,...,.n}/n| fu}, B= {ve {1,2,...,m}| m | f(v)}. 


For each (u,v) € A x B there is a unique integer j(u,v) € {1,2,...,mn} such 
that j(u,v) = u (mod n) and j(u,v) =v (mod m), by the Chinese remainder 
theorem. By the previous paragraph, the numbers j(u,v) with (u, v) running 
through A x B are exactly the integers j € {1, 2, ...,mn} such that mn | f(J), 
yielding a(mn) = a(m)a(n). 

Next, for each prime divisor p of n let Ap be the set of numbers jE 
{1,2,... n} such that p | f(j). The siiclusioncexclision principle yields 


b(n) =n —|Upin Apl =n — SU |Apl + J |Apgl +- 


pin pAq|n 


If d is a positive divisor of n, then for each s > 0 there are a(d) integers k 
between sd+ 1 and (s+1)d for which d | f(k) (this follows from the definition 
of a(d) and the fact that d | f(j) if and only if d | f (uj), where u; € {1, 2,..., d} 
is the unique integer congruent to j modulo d). Thus there are Ņa(d) integers 
j € {1,2, ...,n} such that d | f(j). Thus if pı, ..., Ps are pairwise distinct prime 
divisors of n then 


n 
|Apy...ps| = ———a(p1.. Ps) = = p 


a MEK £ A 
PE a (p1).-.a(ps) 


which combined with the previous formula for b(n) yields 
pln 
It is clear from this last formula that n +> b(n) is multiplicative. O 


The result established in the previous example is fairly useful, as the fol- 
lowing two examples show. 
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Example 7.18. Prove that for any integer n > 1 the number of integers a € 
{1, 2, .., n} such that a and a+1 are both relatively prime to n is n [pn (1 — 2 : 
Proof. Take f(x) = x(x + 1) and apply example 7.17. For each prime p there 
are exactly 2 integers k € {1,2,...,p} such that p| f(k), namely k = p—1 and 
k = p, thus with the notations of example 7.17 we have a(p) = 2 for all primes 
p. The result follows. O 


Example 7.19. (Menon’s identity) Prove that for any integer n > 1 


SD ged(n, — 1) = 9(n)r(n). 
1<k<n 
(k,n)=1 


Proof. Using Gauss’ theorem 4.112 we obtain 


X ged(n,k-1)= SO YO ole)=d gle) SS 1=d 5 yle)|S(e), 


1<k<n 1<k<n elgcd(n,k—-1) eln keS(e) eln 
(k,n)=1 (k,n)=1 


where S(e) is the set of integers k € {1,...,n} which are relatively prime to 
n and satisfy k = 1 (mod e). It suffices to prove that S(e) has gm) elements 
for all e | n. Fix such e and note that S(e) is in bijection with the set of 
x € {0,1,..., 2 — 1} for which 1+ ze is relatively prime to n (simply set k = 
1+ ze) or equivalently 1 + ze is relatively prime to 2. Applying example 7.17 
to f(z) =1+ ze with 3 instead of n and noting that the number of multiples 
of p among f(1),...,f(p) is 1 when p does not divide e and 0 otherwise, we 
obtain 


7 1\ on Iyn (1-4) _ gin) 


gcd(p,e)=1 
as desired. O 


We end this section with a more difficult result, which is also quite useful 
in practice. 
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Theorem 7.20. If an integer a is a quadratic residue modulo all sufficiently 
large primes, then a is a perfect square. 


Proof. First note that if p? divides a for some prime p, then a/p? will also be a 
quadratic residue modulo all sufficiently large primes. Thus we may assume a 
has no repeated prime factors and hence a = +p1p2 .. . Ps for pairwise distinct 
primes p1,...,Ds.- 

Suppose ps is odd. Let r be a quadratic non-residue modulo ps. By the 
Chinese remainder theorem the solutions of the simultaneous congruences 


q=1 (mod 8p,...ps-1), and q=r (mod ps) 


form an infinite arithmetic progression x+8p}...p,;Z for some integer x. Clearly 
gcd(z, 8p1...p;) = 1 and so by Dirichlet’s theorem this arithmetic progression 
contains infinitely many primes q. Since such a prime q is 1 modulo 8 by 


construction, we have (=) = 1. Also (—1)-)/? = 1, so the quadratic 


reciprocity law gives (2) = (4), which equals 1 if i 4 s and —1 fori = s. 
Thus 
Oa 
q q); \g i 
contradicting the choice of a. 
Thus a has no odd prime factors and hence a = +1 or +2. However if q 
is a large prime congruent to 3 modulo 8, then (+) a (2) = —1, and if q 
is 5 modulo 8, then (2) = —1. Thus the only possibility is a = 1. Since we 
only cancelled off squares of primes, it follows that our original a was a perfect 
square. E 


Example 7.21. A quadratic polynomial f with integer coefficients has the prop- 
erty that for any prime p the congruence f(n) = 0 (mod p) has at least one 
solution. Prove that f has a rational root. 


Proof. Writing f(X) = aX? +bX +c, we need to prove that A := b? — 4ac is a 
perfect square. Let p be any prime and let n be an integer such that f(n) =0 
(mod p), then 

A = 4af(n) +A = (2an+ 6)? (mod p) 
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and so A is a quadratic residue modulo p. The result follows then from theorem 
7.20. o 


Example 7.22. (Mathlinks Contest) Nonnegative integers a1, a2, . . . , a2004 have 
the property that af +a3 +: : :+a3004 is a perfect square for all positive integers 
n. What is the least number of terms of the sequence a1, a2, ..., 2094 that are 
equal to 0? 


Proof. Suppose that 61, ..., by are positive integers such that b?+b3+...+07 is 
a perfect square for all n. If p is a prime not dividing b;b9...b,, then Fermat’s 
little theorem gives 


we t+ =k (mod p) 


and the left-hand side is a perfect square, thus k is a quadratic residue modulo 
p. It follows from theorem 7.20 that k is a perfect square. Since the greatest 
perfect square smaller than 2004 is 44? = 1936, there must be at least 2004 — 
1936 = 68 zeros in the sequence a1, ..., 2004. To see that this is optimal, simply 
take a, = ... = a193g = 1 and the other terms equal to 0. O 


7.1.3 Covering systems of congruences 


We discuss in this section a topic closely related to the Chinese remainder 
theorem, that of covering systems of congruences. These were introduced 
by Erdés in order to give an explicit construction of an infinite arithmetic 
progression of positive integers none of whose terms can be written in the 
form 2* + p with k > 0 and p a prime number. This problem has a quite 
long history: de Polignac conjectured in 1849 that any odd integer n > 1 
can be written n = 2* + p with k > 0 and p either a prime number or equal 
to 1. This conjecture turns out to be false, for instance 127 and 905 are 
counterexamples. Using covering systems of congruences and a very clever 
application of the Chinese remainder theorem, Erdés constructed an explicit 
infinite arithmetic progression all of whose terms are counterexamples to de 
Polignac’s conjecture (it was known previously, thanks to work of van der 
Corput, that a positive proportion of the odd integers are counterexamples). 
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We will discuss his construction in this section, as well as some other results 
related to covering systems of congruences. 
If a and n are integers with n > 1, we write 


a+nZ= {a+na|xz € Z} 


for the infinite arithmetic progression consisting of numbers congruent to a 
modulo n. In other words a + nZ is the residue class of a modulo n. 


Definition 7.23. A covering system is a finite collection of arithmetic pro- 
gressions a; + n12, ... ak + nk, with ay,...,a, E Z and ni,... nk > 1, such 
that 

Z = UE, (a; + nZ). 


The numbers nj, ..., ng are called the moduli of the covering system (note that 
we impose the condition 71,...,.n, > 1 to avoid trivial considerations in the 
sequel). 


A trivial covering system of congruences is obtained as follows: choose 
any N > 1 and consider the arithmetic progressions (i + NZ)i<i<n. This is 
certainly not very impressive, so let us give a few other examples: 

a) An interesting covering system with distinct moduli (and smallest mod- 
ulus 2) is 

2Z, 3Z,14+4Z,5+4+ 6Z, 7+ 12Z. 


The reader will easily convince himself that this is indeed a covering system. 
b) Erdés’ construction (to be given below) uses the covering system given 
by 
2Z, 3Z,1+4Z,3+ 8Z,7 + 12Z, 23 + 24Z. 


It is not difficult, although a bit tedious, to check that this is indeed a covering 
system. 

c) A covering system, due to Davenport and Erdés, with smallest modulus 
3 and distinct moduli is given by 


3Z,4Z, 5Z,1+6Z,6+8Z,3+10Z,5 + 12Z, 11+ 15Z, 


7 +20Z, 10 + 24Z, 2 + 30Z, 34 + 40Z, 59 + 60Z, 98 + 120Z. 
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d) Here is yet another example, due to Erdés: 
2Z,3Z,5Z,1 + 6Z,7Z,1 + 10Z,1 + 14Z,2 + 15Z,2 + 21Z, 
23 + 302Z, 4 + 352Z, 5 + 42Z, 59 + 70Z, 104 + 105Z. 


As the reader has already guessed, it takes a bit more work to check that these 
last two examples are indeed covering systems. 

Probably influenced by the previous examples, Erdös conjectured that for 
any N one can find a covering system of congruences with distinct moduli 
and in which the smallest modulus is greater than N. Choi constructed in 
1971 a covering whose smallest modulus is 20, and one had to wait until 2006 
for the construction (by Gibson) of a covering system with smallest modulus 
25. In 2009 Nielsen proved the existence of a covering system with smallest 
modulus 40. All this suggested that Erdés’ conjecture is true. In a spectacular 
work, Bob Hough proved in 2015 the following result, which disproves Erdés’ 
conjecture. 


Theorem 7.24. (Bob Hough) In every covering system with distinct moduli, 
the smallest modulus cannot exceed 108. 


There are many open problems concerning covering systems, some of which 
look surprisingly innocent. For instance, the Erd6és-Selfridge conjecture states 
that there is no covering system whose moduli are distinct odd integers (greater 
than 1). 

We are now ready to present Erdés’ clever argument. 


Theorem 7.25. (Erdés) There is an infinite arithmetic progression consisting 
of odd positive integers n which cannot be written as the sum of a power of 2 
and of a prime number. 


Proof. We will use the covering system 
2Z,3Z,1+4Z,3+ 8Z, 7 + 12Z, 23 + 242Z, 


which we represent as (a; + %Z)1<i<z (So a1 = 0, a2 = 0, a3 = 1, nı = 2, 
n2 = 3, ng = 4, etc). Next, choose pairwise distinct primes py, ..., pg such that 
pi | 2% — 1 for all i. This is possible, for instance by using the fact that 


3 | 2? -—1,7| 23 —1,5 |24 — 1,17 | 2 — 1,13 | 2! — 1,241 | 2%-1 
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we can choose 
pı = 3, po = 7, p3 = 5, pa = 17, p5 = 13, pe = 241. 


Using the Chinese remainder theorem, we can find an infinite arithmetic pro- 
gression of (odd and positive) integers n such that 


n=1 (mod 2%), n=2% (mod p;), 1<i<6. 


We claim that any such integer n which is greater than 2741 + 241 is not of the 
form 2* +p with k > 0 and pa prime number. Indeed, suppose that n = 2*+p 
and choose i such that k = a; (mod n;). Then Qk = 2% (mod 2% — 1), thus 
2k = 2% (mod p;). Since n = 2% (mod p;), we deduce that p = 0 (mod p;) 
and so necessarily p = p;. Since n > 27414241 and p; < 241, we have k > 241. 
But then taking the equation n = 2*+-p; modulo 274! yields 1 = p; (mod 274), 
which is certainly impossible since p; < 241. O 


The next example uses a very similar argument. 


Example 7.26. (Sierpinski-Selfridge) Prove that there is a positive integer k 
such that k-2” + 1 is composite for all positive integers n. 


Proof. Let Fy = 22” +1 be the nth Fermat’s number. Write Fs = ab with 
a,b > 1 (one can take a = 641, see example 2.12). Since the Fermat numbers 
are pairwise relatively prime, (example 3.12), the Chinese remainder theorem 
yields infinitely many positive integers k such that 


k=2 (mod FoF\ FoF3Fia), and k =-—2 (mod b). 


We will prove that for each n > 0 one of the numbers a, b, Fo, ..., F4 divides 
k:2” +1. Let j = ve(n +1) and write n = s - 2 — 1 for an odd number s. 
We will discuss three cases. If j > 5, then k- 2” +1 = —2"*1 +1 (mod b) 
and b divides Fs, which divides 22° _ 1, which finally divides 2”+! — 1, hence 
b|k-2"+1. Ifj =5, then since a | F5, we have 


k-2%4152"141=27%41=0 (mod a). 
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Similarly, if j < 4, then 
k-2°41=2"141=22%s+1=0 (mod Fj). 


We are now done: simply choose k > Fs satisfying the previous congru- 
ences. Then for all n > 0 the number k - 2” + 1 is greater than each of the 
numbers Fo, ..., F4,a,b, and divisible by at least one of them. Hence k-2”+1 
is composite for all n and we are done. o 


Remark 7.27. a) The result established in the previous example was obtained 
by Sierpinski in 1960. His approach (which is the one explained above) gave 
an infinite family of solutions, namely all 


k = 15511380746462593381 (mod 2-3-5- 17 - 257 - 65537 - 641 - 6700417). 


In 1962 Selfridge found that 78557 - 2” + 1 is composite for all n > 1, being 
always a multiple of one of the numbers 3, 5,7, 13,19,37 or 73. This is based 
on the fact that 


2%, 1+4Z,3+9Z, 15+ 18Z,27 + 36Z,1+3Z,11+12Z 


is a covering system, and on the fact that z = 78557 is a solution of the 
following congruences 


r=2 (mod 3),4=2 (mod 5),4=9 (mod 73),2=11 (mod 19), 


x=6 (mod 37),4=3 (mod 7),z=11 (mod 13). 


For instance, if n € 2Z then «- 2” + 1 is a multiple of 3, if n € 1+4Z then 
x-2” +1 is a multiple of 5,..., ifn € 114+ 12Z then z-2”+1 is a multiple of 13. 
Conjecturally, 78557 is the smallest positive integer k for which k- 2” + 1 is 
composite for all n (it is known that there can be at most five possible smaller 
numbers). 

b) We could also have proved this result using the covering system from 
the proof of Erdés’ theorem and a similar argument. Reversing the signs of 
the congruences would yield infinitely many n such that for all k the number 


7.1. The Chinese remainder theorem 413 


n + 2* is divisible by one of the primes 3,5,7,13,17,241. But then for any 
such n and any k the number 


n + 2h((8-1)(6-1)(7-1) (13-1) (17-1) (241-11) 


is divisible by some prime p € {3, 5,7, 13, 17, 241}, and Fermat’s little theorem 
yields p|n-2* +1. 


Example 7.28. Let (a; + n;Z) be a covering system with pairwise distinct 
moduli n1, ..., Nk > 1. Prove that the arithmetic progressions a; + 1Z, a2 + 
NZ, ..., Gk + Nk are not pairwise disjoint. 


Proof. Assume that the progressions are pairwise disjoint and let 
N = |em(nq,..., nk) and y = en, 


For each 1 < j < k let 
aor ey 


nj 


Zj =e 
It is not difficult to check that the solutions of the equation 
N 


LI = 25 


are precisely the numbers Ç with u E€ a; +n;jZ. Since the arithmetic progres- 
sions a] + n12, a2 + n2Z,...,a, + Nk A are pairwise disjoint and their union is 
Z, we deduce that 


N 
XN -1 = P Pz..Pp, where P;(X)=X" — zj. 


Indeed, it follows from the above description of the roots of P4, ..., Pk that 
XN —1 and P,...P, have exactly the same roots, with the same multiplicity, 
namely 1. 

By symmetry, we may assume that ng > ... > nı, so that x >a > =. 


N 
The coefficient of X”« in the right-hand side of the equality 


X —-1=(x™ — 24) +... (X — zk) 
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N 
is (—1)*-1z,...2,_1, while the coefficient of X™* in the left-hand side is 0. 
We obtain (—1)*-1z,...z,_1 = 0, which is obviously impossible. The result 
follows. o 


The reader will compare the next result with the one established in example 
7.2. 


Example 7.29. (AMM 5747) Let 1 < nj < ... < ng be integers and let 0 < b; < 
ni be integers for all 1 < i < k. Assuming that ged(n;, nj) does not divide 
bi — b; for all i Æ j, prove the existence of an integer x which is not congruent 
to b; modulo n; for all 1 <i<k. 


Proof. Assume that this is not the case, so any integer x satisfies one of the 
congruences z = b; (mod n,), in other words (b; + niZ)1<i<, define a covering 
system. Note that if i Æ j, then x cannot satisfy simultaneously z = b; 
(mod nj) and x = bj (mod nį), for otherwise we would obtain gcd(m,n;) | 
b; —b;, contradicting the hypothesis. The result follows then immediately from 
the previous example. oO 


Example 7.30. (Erdés-Sun) A family of k arithmetic progressions 

(ai + ML)i<i<k 
(with a;i, n; integers and n; > 1) has the property that (es (a; + nZ) con- 
tains 2* consecutive integers. Prove that this family is a covering system of 
congruences. 
Proof. The key observation is that an integer x belongs to Uk; (a; + n:Z) if 


and only if 
k 2im (pa, 
II (1-e% : È =0. 
j=1 


A brutal expansion of the left-hand side yields 


k 21" (q—aj) : 
Il (1 —e% j ) = > cr: ens. 


j=l IC{1,2,...,4} 
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where 


the sum being taken over all subsets J of {1, 2, ..., k} (with the convention that 
the product over the empty set is 1). Note that cr,dr are complex numbers 
depending only on the family of arithmetic progressions and not on x. Letting 
zy = e*"4r, the hypothesis says that the relation > rcrzī = 0 holds for 2k 
consecutive integers x, and we need to prove that it holds for all integers z. 


Letting 
Un = 5 CI 24 
I 


it follows that 2" consecutive terms of this sequence vanish. On the other 
hand, the sequence (un)n satisfies a linear recurrence relation with constant 
coefficients, of order 2*. Indeed, writing 


[X - 21) = X” + Age X71 +... + ALX + Ao, 
I 


we have the recurrence relation 
Un+2k + Aok—1Uņn42k—1 oe Ao = 0. 


Since Ag # 0 and since by assumption 2* consecutive terms of this sequence 
vanish, it follows immediately that all terms vanish, which is what we needed. 


o 
Example 7.31. (Zhang’s theorem) Prove that for any covering system of con- 
gruences (a; + niZ)ı<i<k there exists a nonempty subset I C {1,...,k} such 
that 
1 
> =a EZ 
ier ™ 


Proof. An argument identical to the one used in the proof of example 7.30 
yields for all integers n 


1+ 5 cr: e2imnds = 0, 
IC{1,2,...,k} 
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where now the sum is over the nonempty subsets J of {1,2,...,k} and 


ere 1 
cr =(—1)"! [Je rimas, ai Doe 


gel jer 3 


We need to prove that at least one of the numbers dy is an integer. The key 
observation is the following 


Lemma 7.32. Suppose that x E€ R is not an integer. Then the sequence 
(Gn)n>1 defined by 

n 

an = ya 

k=1 


eitek 


is bounded. 


Proof. Write z = e”? and observe that z Æ 1 since z is not an integer. Then 


j= n 
Qn =z +2 +.. +2 =z. . 


l-z 
and since |z| = 1 it is clear that 


2 
< ——. 
lan] ST 


The result follows. O 


Assuming next that none of the numbers dy is an integer, we obtain a 
contradiction using the lemma and the following relation, which follows by 
adding the previous ones for n = 1, 2,..., N: 


N 
-N= 5 cI: E 
IC{1,2,...,k} n=1 


Indeed, the left-hand side is obviously unbounded as N — oo, while the right- 
hand side is bounded thanks to the lemma and our assumption. The result 
follows. O 


7.2. Euler’s theorem 417 


7.2 Euler’s theorem 


7.2.1 Reduced residue systems and Euler’s theorem 


We start by introducing some useful terminology. Recall that integers 
Q1,...,@n form a complete residue system modulo n if their remainders when 
divided by n are a permutation of 0,1,...,n — 1. Considering the totatives? of 
n instead of 0,1,...,n — 1 naturally yields the following definition. 


Definition 7.33. Integers a1, ...,a, form a reduced system of residues mod n 
(or a reduced residue system mod n) if every integer relatively prime to n is 
congruent modulo n to exactly one of aj, ..., ax. 


Before moving on, let us make the following simple remarks, which are 
direct consequences of the definition of a reduced system of residues mod n. 


Remark 7.34. Clearly a1, ...,a, form a reduced residue system modulo n if and 
only if their remainders when divided by n are a permutation of the totatives 
of n. In particular every reduced system of residues mod n has precisely 
y(n) elements. Moreover, if a1, a2,...,a,% and b1,...,b,% are reduced systems of 
residues mod n, then there is a permutation o of 1, 2,...,k such that a; = b, i) 
(mod n) for all i. 


If a1, ..., an is a complete residue system modulo n, then for any integer a 
relatively prime to n the numbers aaj, ..., @an form a complete residue system 
modulo n. The next proposition establishes a similar result for reduced residue 
systems. 


Proposition 7.35. If a1,...,ax, is a reduced system of residues mod n and if 
a is an integer relatively prime to n, then aaj, aas, ...,aaz is a reduced system 
of residues mod n. 


Proof. First, aa; is relatively prime to n, since a and a; are so. Next, by 
remark 7.34, it suffices to prove that aaj, aaz, ...,aa, are pairwise incongruent 
mod n. If aa; = aa; (mod n), by Gauss’ lemma we have a; = a; (mod n), 
hence i = j. The result follows. o 


Recall that an integer a € {1,2,...,n} is called a totative of n if gcd(a, n) = 1. 
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We are now ready to state and prove the following important theorem, 
which generalizes Fermat’s little theorem. 


Theorem 7.36. (Euler’s theorem) If n is a positive integer, then for all in- 
tegers a relatively prime to n we have 


a?) =1 (mod n). 


Proof. Let aj1,...,a, be a reduced system of residues mod n. By proposition 
7.35 the numbers aaj, ..., aap form a reduced residue system modulo n, thus 


aia2...ak = (aa1) - (aag)-...- (aak) (mod n), 
by remark 7.34. This congruence can be rewritten as 
a1 d9...0,(a?") —1)=0 (mod n). 


Since gcd(n,a;) = 1 for all i, it follows that gcd(n, a1a2...aķ) = 1, hence the 
previous congruence simplifies to av) —1=0 (mod n), as needed. O 


We can also prove Euler’s theorem as follows. Let p be a prime divisor of 
n, so that p—1| y(n). By Fermat’s little theorem and the lifting the exponent 
lemma (more precisely theorem 6.22) we have 


vp (a) — 1) = vp (ey i 1) > up(a?-} — 1) + vp (=) 


We conclude that vp(a?™® — 1) > vp(n), since vp(a?™} — 1) > 1 and 


tp (EE) = wn) > vpln) 1, 


We illustrate Euler’s theorem with some simple examples, the more chal- 
lenging ones being kept for the next section. 


Example 7.37. Prove that for all a > 2 and n > 1 we have n | y(a” — 1). 


Proof. By Euler’s theorem we have a?(°”-1)) = 1 (mod a” — 1). Thus a” —1 | 
a?(2"-1) _ 1. We conclude that n | y(a” — 1) using corollary 3.36. o 
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Ezample 7.38. Prove that n? — 1 | 2™ — 1 for all even integers n > 0. 


Proof. Since n is even, n — 1 and n + 1 are relatively prime, thus it suffices to 
prove that n — 1 and n+ 1 each divide 2" — 1. By Euler’s theorem n+ 1 | 
2e(7+1) _ 1 and so it is enough to prove that y(n 1) | n!. This is clear, since 
p(n+1) <(n+1)-1<n. O 


Example 7.39. Let p be prime number. Given an integer a such that 
gcd(a, p!) = 1, prove that a'?—)! — 1 is divisible by pl. 


Proof. By Fermat’s little theorem a1)! _ 1 is a multiple of p, thus it suffices 
to prove that (p — 1)! | a®-)'— 1. If q < p is a prime and k = Vq((p — 1)!), 
then y(q*) = g*-1(¢ — 1) | (p — 1)!, and Euler’s theorem yields the desired 
result. m 


Example 7.40. Find all positive integers dividing infinitely many numbers in 
the sequence 1,11,111,1111,.... 


Proof. Clearly none of the numbers 1,11, 111, ... is even or a multiple of 5, so 
any solution of the problem is relatively prime to 2 and 5. Conversely, let n be 
a positive integer relatively prime to 10. We will prove that for infinitely many 


k we have n | ie or equivalently 9n | 10* — 1. Simply take k = My(9n) 
for any M > 1 and use Euler’s theorem to conclude. O 


We end this section with two more results concerning reduced residue sys- 
tems. The following theorem relates reduced systems of residues modulo m,n 
and mn, if m and n are relatively prime positive integers. Note that it imme- 
diately implies that Euler’s totient function y is multiplicative, a result that 
has already been obtained as a consequence of the explicit formula for y(n). 


Theorem 7.41. Let a1, @9,...,a, be a reduced system of residues mod n and 
let by, b2, ...,by be a reduced system of residues mod m. If gcd(m,n) = 1, then 
(ma; + nb;)1<i<ki<j<i is a reduced residue system mod mn. 


Proof. First, we check that gcd(ma; + nbj, mn) = 1 for all i,j. If a prime p 
divides mn and ma;+nb;, we may assume that it divides m. Then p | nb; and 
since gcd(m,n) = 1 we have p | bj, contradicting the equality gcd(b;,m) = 1. 
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Next, we prove that ma; + nb; are pairwise incongruent mod mn. Suppose 
that ma; + nb; = may + nb; (mod mn). Then nb; = nb; (mod m) and since 
gcd(n,m) = 1, we must have b; = b; (mod m), thus j = l. We obtain similarly 
i=k. 

We prove finally that for any x relatively prime to mn we can find i,j 
such that z = ma; + nb; (mod mn). Pick an integer m’ such that mm’ = 1 
(mod n) (possible since ged(m,n) = 1). Then ged(m'z, n) = 1, hence there 
is i such that m'x = a; (mod n). Then x = ma; (mod n), and we can write 
x = ma; + nc for some integer c. Since ged(x, m) = 1, we have ged(c, m) = 1, 
thus there is j such that c = b; (mod m). Then z = ma; +nbj (mod mn), as 
desired. o 


Remark 7.42. The proof of the previous theorem can be shortened using the 
equality y(mn) = y(m)y(n) combined with remark 7.34. Indeed, using these 
observations one can simply delete the third paragraph in the above proof. We 
preferred to give the previous longer proof since it gives an alternative proof 
of the formula y(mn) = y(m)y(n). 


Finally, we describe the remainder modulo n of the product of the elements 
of a reduced residue system. The next theorem is due to Gauss. 


Theorem 7.43. Let a1, 02,...,@y(n) be a reduced residue system modulo n > 2 
and let N be the number of solutions of the congruence z? =1 mod n. Then 


y(n) 


I] «=(-1)? (mod n). 


i=1 


Proof. If an integer r is relatively prime to n, then so is its inverse r~! modulo 
n. It follows that we can make pairs of the form (r,r~!) out of the numbers 
@1,-.-)@y(n), Such that the product of the elements in each pair is 1 modulo 
n. We have to be a little bit careful, however, since we may have r = r7! for 
some r, which happens if and only if r? = 1 (mod n). Hence we can pair all 
a;’s but those which satisfy the congruence z? = 1 (mod n), and so 


y(n) 


I a= Il xz (mod n). 
i=l 


z2=1 (mod n) 
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It remains to see that the last product is (—1)%/* modulo n. We use a 
similar argument: if x is a solution of the congruence z? = 1 (mod n), then 
so is —z, and moreover x is not congruent to —x modulo n (as otherwise n 
would divide 2, which is excluded by hypothesis). Thus the solutions of the 


congruence z? = 1 (mod n) can be partitioned into N/2 pairs of the form 
(x,—x), and the product of the elements in each pair is —z? = —1 (mod n). 
Thus 


Il z= (-1)%/? (mod n) 


z?=1 (mod n) 


and we are done. O 


Remark 7.44. The precise value of N was found in example 7.11, using the 
Chinese remainder theorem. We conclude that 


k 
II a;=1 (mod n) 
i=1 


unless n = 4 or n is of the form pë or 2p* for some odd prime p and some 
k > 1, in which case []#_, a; = —1 (mod n). 


7.2.2 Practicing Euler’s theorem 


In this section we give several less straightforward examples in which Eu- 
ler’s theorem is the key ingredient. We start with a very short proof of the 
existence part of the Chinese remainder theorem. 


Example 7.45. Prove the existence part of the Chinese remainder theorem 
using Euler’s theorem. 


Proof. Let ™mj,...,;Mn be pairwise relatively prime integers and let ay,..., an 
be arbitrary integers. We need to find x such that x = a; (mod m;) for all i. 
Simply take 


£ = a (M2..Mn)P 0) + ag (mms...) PO +... + an(mı..-Mn-1) 0. 


By Euler’s theorem z satisfies the desired congruences. O 
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We continue with three rather remarkable congruences. 


Example 7.46. Prove that for all positive integers n and all integers a 


X v(d)aa =0 (mod n). 


Proof. Let 5: 
tnla) = > y(d)al 


d|n 


and let P(n) be the following statement: n | £n(a) for all integers a. First, 
let us check that if ged(m,n) = 1 and if P(m) and P(n) are true, then so 
is P(mn). Let a be an integer. Since gcd(m,n) = 1, it suffices to show that 
m | 2mn(a) and n | tmn(a). By symmetry, it is enough to prove the divisibility 
m | Zmn(a). Note however that since gcd(m,n) = 1 and ¢ is multiplicative, 
we have 


tmn(a) = X pda"? = Y yle)y(f)a? 


d|mn elm, fin 
=E AHNE elai) =O ol fem(a?). 
fin elm fln 


Since P(m) holds, each of the numbers £mlaf) is a multiple of m, so we are 
done. 

Taking into account the previous discussion, it suffices to prove that p” | xpn(a) 
for all a, n > 1 and primes p. Note however that 


Lpr(a) = a” + (p— 1)" + p(p— 1a?” +... +p" l(p —l)a 
=a?” — oP" + pa?” + (p— 1a?” +... + p""7(p — 1a) 


ar ar + PLpn-1(a). 


Thus, arguing by induction on n, it suffices to prove that p | £p(a) (which is 
equivalent to a? = a (mod p), i.e. Fermat’s little theorem) and p” | a?” —a?"™" 
This last divisibility is clear if p | a, and otherwise it follows from Euler’s 


theorem. O 
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Example 7.47. Prove that, for all positive integers n and all integers a, 


n 
n | D agcdlin) 
i=1 


Proof. If d is a positive divisor of n, then the integers i € {1, 2, ..., n} for which 
gcd(i,n) = d are precisely the numbers dj with j a totative of 4, thus there 
are (4) such integers i. We deduce that 


n 
Yo attr) = DoF Jat = Yoda’ 
i=1 


d|n d|n 
and the result follows then from example 7.46. O 
Example 7.48. (IMO Shortlist 1987) Let (an)n>1 be a sequence of integers 


satisfying 
>D ag = 2” 
d|n 

for all n. Prove that n divides an for all n. 


Proof. It is immediate to check the property for n = 1 and n = 2. Assume, 
by strong induction, that n > 2 and that a, is divisible by k for all k < n. It 
suffices to prove that if p is a prime and m = v,(n), then p™ divides an. By 


hypothesis 
Qn = 2” — 5 ad. 
d|n,d<n 


If d < n is a divisor of n for which p™ | d, then p™ |d | ag. Thus 


an = 2” = 5 ag =2" —2"/P (mod p”). 
d|n/p 


It suffices to prove that 2” — 2”/P is a multiple of p™. If p = 2, this is clear, 
since n/p > m (because p™ divides n, we have n/p > p™ 1! = 2™-1 > m). So 
assume that p > 2. By Euler’s theorem, it is enough to check that n — A is a 
multiple of y(p™) = p”™—1(p — 1), or equivalently that n is a multiple of p™, 
which holds by definition of m. o 
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The next examples have a more combinatorial and constructive nature. 


Example 7.49. Let a1,...,@n be rational numbers such that a¥ + ak + ... + ak 
is an integer for all k > 1. Prove that a1, ..., an are integers. 


Proof. Let d be the product of the denominators of a1, ..., an and write 2; = 
da;, then z1, ..., £n are integers and by assumption d* | ak +..4 ak for all 
k > 1. We want to prove that d | x; for all i. Using the prime factorization of 
d, we may assume that d is a power of a prime p, say d = p. By an immediate 
induction on j, we may assume that j = 1. Thus p* | z +...4.a% for all k > 1 
and we want to prove that p | 71,...,2n. Assume that this is not the case and 
let I be the set of those i € {1,...,n} for which p does not divide x;. Using 
Kuler’s theorem we obtain 


af? 4 4 a9") = [I] (mod p*). 


On the other hand, by assumption p?(*) (and thus p*) divides the left-hand 
side. We deduce that p* | |I| and since k > 1 was arbitrary, it follows that 
|I| = 0, a contradiction. The result follows. o 


Remark 7.50. The conclusion is trivially false without the assumption that 
@1,...,@m, are rational numbers (consider for instance aj = 1 + /2 and ag = 
1—1/2). The most general result (whose proof is outside the scope of this book) 
is the following: for complex numbers aj, ..., an the numbers a¥ + ... + a£ are 
integers for all k > 1 if and only if [[#_,(X — a;i) has integer coefficients. 


Example 7.51. (China TST 2006) Prove that for any positive integers m,n 
there is a positive integer k such that 2* — m has at least n different prime 
divisors. 


Proof. By replacing m with its largest odd divisor, we may assume that m is 
odd. Let w(x) be the number of different prime divisors of x > 1. It suffices to 
prove that if 2*—m > 1 then we can find | > k such that w(2!—m) > w(2*—m). 
Let 2* — m = p?...ph be the prime factorization of 2* — m and note that 
pi > 2 for all i, since m is odd. Choose 1 = k + []®, ypt") and note that 
by Euler’s theorem we have 


2’ m=2*—m (mod pt) 
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in particular vp,(2! — m) = a; = Up,(2* — m) for all 1 < i < N. Since 
2! m > 2* — m, it follows that 2' —m must have a prime factor different from 
Pı,- pN, thus w(2! — m) > w(2* — m) and we are done. oO 


Example 7.52. Let y be a positive integer. Prove that there are infinitely many 
primes p such that p = —1 (mod 4) and p|2”y + 1 for some positive integer n. 


Proof. We may assume that y is odd, so that 2y + 1 = —1 (mod 4). Suppose 
that pı, ..., pk are all primes of the form 4m +3 which divide at least one of the 
numbers 2y + 1,4y+1,8y+4+1,.... Set n = y((2y + 1)p1...p,) + 1. By Euler’s 
theorem we have 


2"y+1=2y+1 (mod (2y+1)p1...p,). 


Hence we can write 2”y +1 = (2y+1)(spi...p, +1) for some positive integer s. 
Since 2”y+1 = 1 (mod 4) and 2y+1 = 3 (mod 4), we must have sp;...p,+1 = 
—1 (mod 4), hence there is a prime q = —1 (mod 4) such that q | spi...p, +1. 
But then q | 2”y + 1, so q € {p1,...,p~}, obviously impossible. The result 
follows. oO 


Example 7.53. (IMO Shortlist 2012) Let z and y be positive integers. If 2?” —1 
is divisible by 2”y + 1 for every positive integer n, prove that x = 1. 


Proof. Suppose that there is a prime q such that qg|2"y+1 and q = —1 (mod 4), 
then we get that q|x2” — 1 = (x —1)(a + 1)(£? + 1)(x4 +1)...(2?""" +1). But 
q cannot divide x?” + 1 for any positive integer m (see corollary 5.28), so 
qlz? — 1. We conclude using the previous example. O 


Example 7.54. Let a1, ..., an be positive integers, not all equal. Prove that the 
set of prime numbers dividing at least one of the numbers a¥ + ak +... + ak 
with k > 1 is infinite. 


Proof. We may assume that gcd(ai,...,@n) = 1. Write f(k) = a? +... + a for 
k > 1 and suppose that all prime divisors of f(1), f(2),... belong to {p1,..., pw} 
for some primes pı, ..., py and some N > 1. For each 1 <i < N, let b; be the 
number of terms of the sequence a1, ...,@n, which are not divisible by p;. Since 
gced(aj, ...,@n) = 1, we have b; > 1 for alll <i<n. 
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Note that for 


= k= 2] 1 o(0 1+vp; (bi) ) 


we have f(k) = b; (mod pir thd) forall 1 <i < N, since for any 1 < j < n we 
k — == (mod p2 9H 


ak = =0 (mod p;” GO) otherwise (since k > 1+ vp(b;)). Therefore vp,(f(k)) = 
Up,(b;) for all ¿ and since all prime divisors of f(k) belong to {p1, po,.-.,pn}, 
we conclude that f(k) = p,”! (1) prea (ba) pun (On) Since max(d1,...,@n) > 2, 


we have 


have aj if p; does not divide a; (by Euler’s theorem) and 


N 
f(k) > ok >k> Te”, 
i=1 
a contradiction. The result follows. oO 


Example 7.55. (USA TST 2007) Are there integers a,b > 1 such that a does 
not divide b” — n for all n > 1? 


Proof. The answer is negative. We will prove by strong induction on a the 
following: for all b > 1 there are infinitely many n such that a | b” — n. This 
is clear for a = 1, so assume that it holds up to a — 1 and let us prove it for 
a. Since y(a) < a, the inductive hypothesis yields the existence of infinitely 
many n such that y(a) | b — n. We claim that if y(a) | b” — n and n is big 
enough, then a | b?” — b”, which is enough to conclude. To prove the claim, 
write b” — n = c(a), then 


b b = prter(a) -pP = b”((B°) (2) = 1). 


Take now any prime factor p of a and let k = vp(a). If p does not divide b, 
then Euler’s theorem gives p* | (b¢)?@") — 1 | (b¢)?@) — 1. On the other hand, 
if p | b and n > k, then certainly p* | b”. Thus if n > MaXpja Up(a), then 
a | b"((b°)?) — 1), finishing the proof. o 


Example 7.56. (Russia 2004) Is there an integer n > 10100 which is not di- 
visible by 10 such that one can exchange two distinct non-zero digits in its 
decimal representation without changing the set of prime divisors of n? 


7.8. Order modulo n 427 


Proof. Yes, there is such a number, actually there are infinitely many of them! 
For each positive integer k let 
10360% =i 


ne = 13: —>— = 14...43. 


uaa 1 


Exchanging the digits 1 and 3 we obtain the number 344...41 = 31-42! 
which has the same prime divisors since 1036% — 1 is divisible by both 13 güd 
31 by Euler’s theorem (because 360 = (13 - 31)). o0 


7.3 Order modulo n 


7.3.1 Elementary properties and examples 


Let n be a positive integer and let a be an integer relatively prime to n. By 
Euler’s theorem there are infinitely many positive integers k such that aë = 
(mod n), for instance all multiples of y(n). In this section we study in more 
detail the congruence a” = 1 (mod n). We will see that all solutions of this 
congruence are determined by the smallest positive solution. The following 
definition is therefore rather natural. 


Definition 7.57. If n is a positive integer and a is an integer relatively prime 
to n, the smallest positive solution of the congruence a? = 1 (mod n) is called 
the order of a modulo n and denoted ord,(a). 


Note that ord,(a) is not defined when a is not relatively prime to n. Also, 
the sequence of remainders mod n of the numbers 1, a,a?,... is periodic with 
(minimal) period ord,(a). This follows from the fact that a’ = ati (mod n) 
is equivalent (by Gauss’ lemma) to a? = 1 (mod n) for all positive integers 
i,j. For jistance, consider a = 3 and n = 17, then the sequence of remainders 
of 1,a,a”,... when divided by n is 


1,3, 9, 10, 13,5, 15, 11, 16, 14,8, 7, 4, 12, 2,6, 1,3,9, ... 


and the length of the period is 16 hence ord ;7(3) = 16. 
The following fundamental theorem summarizes the most important prop- 
erties of ord,(a). 
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Theorem 7.58. Let a be an integer relatively prime to n > 1. 

a) The positive solutions of the congruence a* = 1 (mod n) are exactly the 
multiples of ord,(a). 

b) ord,(a) divides y(n). 


Proof. Note that b) follows from a) and Euler’s theorem, so it suffices to prove 
part a). Let d = ord,(a). Since af = 1 (mod n) we have a4 = 1 (mod n) 
for all m > 1, so all multiples of d are solutions of the congruence a” = 1 
(mod n). Conversely, let k > 0 be such that a* = 1 (mod n) and consider the 
Euclidean division k = q-d+r, withO<r<d. Then 


k = gad 


l=a -a =a" (modn), 


thus a’ = 1 (mod n). Since r < d, the minimality of d forces r = 0 and so 
d | k, finishing the proof. O 


Part b) of the previous theorem is very useful especially when y(n) has 
a simple form. Here are a few relatively simple examples that illustrate this 
result (the reader will find more challenging examples in the next section). 


Example 7.59. Determine ord,(a) in the following cases: 
a) a= 2 and n E {7, 11,15}. 
b) a= 5 and n E {7, 11, 23}. 


Proof. In all cases we let d = ordn (a) and we use that d | y(n). 

a) Suppose that n = 7, so y(7) = 6 and d | 6. Checking successively 
divisors of 6 yields d = 3. Suppose that n = 11, then d| 10. Again, checking 
the divisors 1,2,5,10 of 10 yields d = 10. For n = 15 we have y(n) = 8 and 
d| 8. Since 24 = 1 (mod 15) and 2? is not congruent to 1 mod 15 we deduce 
that d = 4 in this case. 

b) For n = 7 we have d | 6 and since 7 does not divide 5? — 1 and 5? — 1 we 
deduce that d = 6. For n = 11 we have d | 10 and 11 does not divide 5? — 1. 
Next 5° = 25-125 = 3.4 = 1 (mod 11), so d = 5. Finally, for n = 23 we have 
d | 22 and 23 does not divide 5? — 1. Also, 


5M = 5.2055 =5.29=5-9=-1 (mod 23) 
hence d = 22. o 
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Example 7.60. Let n be an integer greater than 1. 
a) Compute ordgn(5) and prove that 


1,5,52, 045% 4) -1,-5).5-5" 


form a reduced residue system modulo 2”. 

b) Prove that for any a = 1 (mod 4) there is a unique i € {0,1,...,2"-?—-1} 
such that a = 5f (mod 2”), and for any a = —1 (mod 4) there is a unique 
i € {0,1,...,2"-? — 1} such that a = —5* (mod 2”). 


Proof. a) Let d = ordgn(5), then d | y(2") = 2"-1, so d = 2* for some 
0<k <n. Thus we need to find the smallest k > 0 for which 2” | 52" — 1, ie. 
such that v2 (52 — 1) > n. Using either (and preferably!) the factorization 


a A= 62 DGD S tO FD 


or the lifting the exponent lemma, we obtain v9(52" —1)=k+2. Thus the 
inequality v2(52" — 1) > n is equivalent to k > n — 2 and so d = 2”-, 

Since y(2”) = 2”-1, any reduced residue system modulo 2” has 2”~! el- 
ements. It suffices therefore to prove that the numbers 1, 5, 52, ..., 527-1, 
—1, —5,..., 5277-1 give different remainders when divided by 2”. Since 
ordgn(5) = 2"-?, the numbers 1, 5, 5°,..., 5277-1 give different remainders 
mod 2”, and similarly for the numbers —1,—5,..., 52” —1. Finally, we can- 
not have 5’ = —5/ (mod 2"), for some 0 < i,j < 2"-? — 1, since this would 
imply that 1 = —1 (mod 4), a contradiction. The result follows. 

b) This is an immediate consequence of part a) and of the fact that 5% = 1 
(mod 4) for all k, while —5* = 3 (mod 4) for all k. o 


The result established in part a) of the next example is very important. 


Erample 7.61. (Lucas, 1878) Let n > 1 be an integer and let p be a prime 
divisor of Fa = 22” +1. 

a) Prove that the order of 2 modulo p is 2”+! and deduce that 2”+! | p—1. 

b) Prove that a = 22”? (22° — 1) has order 2”+2 modulo p and deduce 
that 2”+2 | p— 1. 

c) Prove that if p? | Fn, then p? | 2?-! — 1. 
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d) Prove that p | 2°= — 1 and deduce a new proof of the fact that 2”+2 | 
p-l. 


Proof. a) Let d be the order of 2 modulo p. Since 22” = —1 (mod p), we 
have 22"*" = 1 (mod p), thus d divides 2”+!, If d divided 2", then 22” = 1 
(mod p) and since 2?” = —1 (mod p), we would obtain 2 = 0 (mod p), a plain 
contradiction. Thus d divides 2+! and does not divide 2”, which means that 
d= 2"+1, Since d divides y(p) = p — 1, we are done. 

b) Note that 


gn-1 


a? = 22" (22” 2.2?" 4.1) = 2.227142" = _9(/-1) =2 (mod p), 
since p | 22" +1. We deduce that a2"** = 2?” = —1 (mod p). Arguing as in 
a) we deduce that the order of a modulo p divides 2”+? and does not divide 
2”+1 thus it equals 2"+?. Since the order divides y(p) = p — 1, we deduce 
that 2+? | p—1. 

c) Since p= 1 (mod 2”+!) by part a), we obtain 


p? | Fa |27" -1| 271-1, 


as needed. us 
d) The divisibility p | 2°z — 1 is equivalent, by Euler’s criterion (theorem 
5.99) to (2) = 1, which is equivalent (by theorem 5.125) to p = +1 (mod 8). 


Since p = 1 (mod 8) by part a), we obtain p | 27 1. Next, since the order 


of 2 modulo p is 2”+! (again by part a)) and since 27 =1 (mod p), we 
obtain 2"+1 | 2=* and so p = 1 (mod 2"+”). 


Remark 7.62. The only known primes p satisfying p? | 2?-! — 1 are 1093 and 
3511, discovered in 1913 and 1922 by Meissner and Beeger. These primes are 
called Wieferich primes and it is an open problem whether there are infinitely 
many such primes. Note that 1093 and 3511 cannot divide any Fermat number, 
since 2” does not divide 1092 or 3510, while by Lucas’ theorem any prime factor 
of 22" + 1 with n > 5 is congruent to 1 modulo 2’. Therefore not a single 
Fermat number which is not squarefree is currently known! 
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Combining the next example and the previous remark shows that 2? — 1 
is quite likely squarefree when p is a prime (again, no counterexample to this 
assertion is known). 


Example 7.63. Suppose that p, q are primes and p? | 27—1. Prove that 2?-! = 1 
(mod p?). 


Proof. Let d be the order of 2 modulo p?. Then d | y(p”) = p(p — 1) and the 
hypothesis yields d | q. Clearly d Æ 1, thus necessarily d = q and so q | p(p—1). 
If q = p, we obtain p | 2? — 1, clearly impossible by Fermat’s little theorem. 
Thus q | p — 1. But then p? | 29 — 1 | 2?-! — 1, as needed. o 


Example 7.64. Let n > 1 be an integer such that a = 2” + 1 is pseudo-prime, 
i.e. a | 2° — 2. Prove that n is a power of 2. 


Proof. The hypothesis yields 2” + 1 | 2?” — 1. Let d be the order of 2 modulo 
2” +1. Since 2?” = 1 (mod 2” + 1), we have d | 2”, so d is a power of 2. On 
the other hand, 2” = —1 (mod 2” + 1), thus 2?” = 1 (mod 2” +1) and d | 2n. 
If d Æ 2n, then d < n and so 2” +1 < 24 — 1 < 2”, impossible. Thus d = 2n 
and since d is a power of 2, it follows that n is a power of 2. O 


Example 7.65. (Kvant M 1355) Let n be a positive integer such that 22"+2"+1 
is a prime. Prove that this prime is a divisor of 2?"+1 — 1. 


Proof. Let p = 2?” + 2" + 1 and note that p | 23” — 1. Thus in order to show 
that p | 2?"+1— 1 it suffices to prove that 3n | 2” +1. Let d = ord,(2). Since 
25" = 1 (mod p) we have d | 3n. Next, we have d > 2n > 3 since 27 = 1 
(mod p) (thus 24 > p > 22”), which combined with d | 3n yields d = 3n. 
Since d | p — 1, we conclude that 3n | p — 1 = 2”(2” +1). Finally, note that 
n is odd (if n is even then p > 3 and p = 0 (mod 3), a contradiction) hence 
gcd(3n, 2”) = 1 and so 3n | 2” + 1, as desired. o 


We present a few more theoretical results that can be very helpful when 
dealing with orders modulo n. The first one says that if one knows how to 
compute ord,(a), then one can also easily compute ord,,(a*) for all k > 1. 
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Proposition 7.66. Let a,n be relatively prime integers, with n > 1, and let 
d=ord,(a). Then for any positive integer k 


d 


ky _ 
ord,(a”) = TICS 


In particular 
a) We have ord,(a*) = d if and only if gcd(d, k) = 1. 
b) If k | d, then ordy(a*) = ¢. 


Proof. Let m = gced(d,k) and write d = md,,k = mk, with gcd(di, ki) = 1. 
Setting t = ord,(a*), we have 


(a)i = amk — (qt)! =1 (mod n), 


hence t | dı. On the other hand, since a* = (a*)* = 1 (mod n) we must have 
d | kt, thus dı | kıt. As dı and kı are relatively prime, we have dı | t. We 
conclude that t = dı, as desired. O 


The next result reduces the computation of ord» (a) to the case when n is 
a power of a prime. 


Proposition 7.67. Let a,n be relatively prime integers, with n > 1. Let 
n = pi'p3 pp" be the prime factorization of n. Then 


ordn(a) = lem(ord,a1 (a), <; ord ai (a)). 


Proof. To simplify notations, let d = ord,(a) and d; = ord ei (a) forl <i<k. 
Finally, let M = Icm(di,..., dp). Since a% = 1 (mod p?*) and d; | M, we have 
aM =1 (mod p$“) for all 1 <i < k and so a™ = 1 (mod n). It follows that 
d| M. On the other hand a? = 1 (mod n), thus a? = 1 (mod p%) for all 
1 <i < kand so d; | d for all 1 < i < k. It follows that M | d and then 
d = M, as desired. O 


Finally, the following rather technical result reduces the computation of 
ord,» (a) to computing ordp(a) and vp (a°4r(2)_1). It is a simple consequence of 
the lifting the exponent lemma (which has already been used when discussing 
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example 7.60). We strongly advise the reader to repeat the proof every time 
he needs to compute expressions of the form ord,» (a), instead of memorizing 
the rather messy formulae. 


Proposition 7.68. Let p be a prime, a a positive integer anda > 1 an integer 
relatively prime to p. Let d = ord,(a) and let v = vp(a? — 1) > 1. 
a) Suppose that p > 2. Ifv > a then ordpa(a) = d, otherwise 


aA—VU 


ordpe(a) = d-p 
In particular, if Up(ardr(2) —1)=1, then 
ordpe (a) = ordp(a) -p**. 


b) Suppose that p = 2 and a > 1. Ifa = 1 (mod 2°) then ordz (a) = 1 
and ifa = —1 (mod 2%) then ordge(a) = 2. In all other cases 


ordge(a) = go (=) R 


Proof. a) Let k = ordpe (a). Then p® | af — 1, thus p | a* — 1 and so d | k. 
Clearly, if v > a then p® | af — 1 thus k | d and then k = d. Assume now 
that v < a and write k = dl for some positive integer l. Since p? | a* — 1 and 
p | af — 1, the lifting the exponent lemma yields 


a < Up(a® — 1) = v(a% — 1) = vp(a4 — 1) + vp(l) = v + up (I). 


It follows that vp(l) > a — v and so p®” | 1, thus d- p*~” | k. Conversely, the 
same calculation shows that p® | at?%™™” — 1 and so k | d- p°”. The result 
follows. 

b) The first part is clear, so assume that a is not congruent to +1 modulo 
2%, so that a > v2 (4). Let k = ordga(a), then k | 2°71 and so k = 2” for 
some r > 0. Moreover, using the lifting the exponent lemma yields 


2_ 
a < u(a* — 1) = v2 (: 5 t) + 
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21 a—v2z (ž=) at . 
thus r > a— v9 (2 a ) and 2 | k. A similar computation shows 
a2-1 


that for n = so $ ) we have a” = 1 (mod 2°) and the result follows. O 


Remark 7.69. If vp(a%4e(9) — 1) > 1, then p? | a?-! — 1 (since ordy(a) | p — 1, 
hence ade(2) — 1 | a?! — 1). For any a, this happens for very few primes p 
(see remark 7.62 for the case a = 2). 


Example 7.70. Prove that if n is a positive integer, then the order of 2 modulo 
5” is equal to 4-5"—!. 


Proof. We clearly have ords(2) = 4 and v5(24 — 1) = 1. Using part a) of the 
proposition, we obtain 
ordsn(2) = 4-5"71, 


as needed. Oo 


Example 7.71. Prove that if p is an odd prime and n is a positive integer, then 
the order of 1 + p modulo p” is pt. 


Proof. The order of 1 +p modulo p is clearly 1 and w((1 +p)! — 1) = 1. Thus 
the result follows directly from proposition 7.68. o 


Example 7.72. (China Western Olympiad 2010) Let m, k be nonnegative in- 
tegers and suppose that p = 22” + 1 is a prime number. Prove that the order 
of 2 modulo p*+! is 2™+1p*. 


Proof. For k = 0 we need to prove that ord,(2) = 2”*1, which has already 
been established (see example 7.61). Next, using part a) of proposition 7.68 
we obtain oh 

ordpk+1 (2) = gmt $ ok+1—vp(2? mo 


Since we clearly have oe — 1) =v,((p — 2)p) = 1, we obtain 
ord, +1 (2) = grok 


as desired. o 
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We end this rather long section with a rather surprising and very useful 
connection between order and decimal expansions. This requires some pre- 
liminary discussion. If x € [0,1) is a real number, then we can attach to x 
a sequence of digits a1, a2,... € {0,1,...,9} as follows: define a; = [10z] and 
bı = 10x — a; € [0,1), then ag = [1061] aad bg = 10b; — a2, and so on. It is an 
easy exercise to check that for all n > 1 we have 


ai 1 
< PERNE 
vets (2+2. +a) < I 


thus the sequence of rational numbers (% Fett i), sí approximates 


x to arbitrary precision. The expression 0.a1a2... is called the decimal expan- 
sion of x. If z is an arbitrary real number, we can write |z| = +x = N +z 
with N a non-negative integer and z € [0,1). If N = bg- 10* + ... + bı - 10 + bo 
is the base ten expansion of N and 0.a1a2... is the decimal expansion of z, 
we call +bx...bo.a1a2... the decimal expansion of x. We say that this decimal 
expansion is periodic if the sequence (a@n)n>1 is eventually periodic, i.e. there 
is T > 1 such that for all sufficiently large n we have an = anr. The decimal 
expansion is called purely periodic if it is periodic starting from the decimal 
point, i.e. there is T > 1 such that an = an+r for all n > 1. 


Theorem 7.73. Let x be a real number. 

a) The decimal expansion of x is periodic if and only if x is rational. 

b) The decimal expansion of x is purely periodic if and only if x is rational 
and the denominator of x (when written in lowest terms) is relatively prime 
to 10. 

c) If x is rational and the denominator of x is of the form 2¥5"q with 
gcd(q, 10) = 1, then the minimal length of a period of the decimal expansion 
of x is the order of 10 mod q. 


Proof. Suppose that the decimal expansion of x is periodic, say 
T = Nn.a1..-asb1...bkb1..-bkb1..-bk-.. 
for some integer n and some digits a1, --., @s, b1, ---, bg. Then 


Gods bibe — bibr 
r=n+ 10s + 10*+s + 102k+s 


Pis 
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thus 
=, Q1...As bi..-bk .bk 
P=" -io * r0- 

which is clearly a rational number. Moreover, this formula shows that if the 
decimal expansion of x is purely periodic (thus we can take s = 0), then z 
is a rational number whose denominator is relatively prime to 10 (since the 
denominator divides 10% — 1). This already shows one implication in both a) 
and b). 

Let now x be a rational number and choose a large enough s so that the 
denominator of 10°z is relatively prime to 10. Using the Euclidean division 
we can write z 

10°z = y + — 
q 


for some integers y,z,q with 0 < z < q. Let k = ord,(10) be the order of 10 
modulo q, thus 
z. 10-1 
q 
10k — 1 
where 0 < N < 10* — 1 is some integer. Writing 


10°x = y + =y+ 


lS 
10 —1 


y=10°n+a@..4@;, N= bi...bk bk 
for some integer n and some digits a;, bj, we obtain 


Q1...As bi...bg bk 


Tos 10°(10* — 1) = N.a ..-asb1-..bkb1..-bkb1..-bk-.. 


t=n+ 
This shows that the decimal expansion of x is periodic, a period being given 
by k = ord,(10). Moreover, if the denominator of x is relatively prime to 10, 
then we can take s = 0 in the previous argument and deduce that the decimal 
expansion of x is purely periodic. This finishes the proof of parts a) and b) 
of the theorem, and it also shows that the minimal length of a period of the 
decimal expansion cannot exceed k = ord,(10). On the other hand, if k is 
some period of the decimal expansion of x, then the previous arguments show 
that we can write 


B 
10°z = A+ — 10k 1 
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for some integers s, A, B. If the denominator of x is 2“5"q with gcd(q, 10) = 1, 
this shows that q | 10* — 1 and so ord,(10) | k. Thus the period k must be at 
least ordg(10), which finishes the proof of the theorem. oO 


Here is an explicit example. Consider x = i, then one easily checks that 
ord7(10) = 6 and 
10° — 1 = 7 - 142857. 


Thus 
1 _ 142857 _ 142857 142857 


=-= 0 i 408 + 1012 +... = 0.142857142857... 


Example 7.74. (Moscow 1990) The decimal representation of a rational number 
A is purely periodic with period n. What is the longest possible length of the 
period of A?? 


Proof. Letting A = ¢, the hypothesis becomes ord,(10) = n and we need to 
find the maximal value of ord,2(10). Write 10” = 1+ kb and observe that by 
the binomial formula we have 


10 = (1+ kb)? =14 kb? +..=1 (mod 0%). 


Since b? | 10°" —1, it follows that ord,2(10) | bn, in particular ordy2(10) < bn < 
n(10" —1). To see that this is the answer, it remains to prove that we can find 
A for which ordy(10) = n and ordẹz (10) = n(10” — 1). Take A = z: 80 b = 
10” — 1. Let k = ord,2(10), then clearly n | k and so k = nc for some positive 
integer c. Moreover (10" — 1)? | 10"°—1, thus 10*—1|1+10"+...+10%¢-)), 
which yields 10” — 1 | c and finally ord,2(10) = n(10” — 1). oO 


Example 7.75. (USAMO 2013) Let m and n be positive integers. Prove that 
there is a positive integer c such that the numbers cm and cn have the same 
number of occurrences of each non-zero digit when written in base ten. 


Proof. Start by choosing a positive integer k such that 10*m—n can be written 
10*m — n = 275¥%z with x,y > 0, z relatively prime to 10 and z > max(m,n). 
This is possible, since for k > max(vo(n), vs(n)) we have vp(10*m—n) = vp(n) 
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if p € {2,5}, thus z > ima and this last quantity exceeds max(m, n) for 
k large enough. 

Next, let b be the order of 10 modulo z and write 10° — 1 = zc for some 
positive integer c. We claim that this c is a solution of the problem. First, 
observe that b is the number of digits in the period of i, and this period is 
the b-digit decimal representation of c (with possibly some extra zeroes added 
to the left of the usual decimal representation of c). Since z > max(m, n), the 
decimal expansions of % and % consist of repeated b-digit representations of 
cm and cn. Since 

10° = * + 259, 
z z 


the decimal expansion of is obtained from that of % by shifting the decimal 
to the right k places and removing the integer part. It follows that the b-digit 
representations of cm and en are cyclic shifts of one another, which shows that 
c is a solution of the problem. o 


Example 7.76. (IMO Shortlist 1999) a) Prove that there are infinitely many 
primes p such that the length of the period of z is a multiple of 3. 

b) If p is such a prime number, write ; = 0.€102...4340102...43,..... What 
is the maximal value of maxı<i<k(ai + Qi+k + 442%) over all such primes p? 


Proof. a) We need to ensure that the order of 10 modulo p is a multiple of 
3. If this order is 3d, then p divides 1074 + 104 + 1, which suggests looking 
at divisors of 1074 + 107+ 1, with q a prime (so that 3q has few divisors). 
More precisely, we will prove that for any prime q we can find a prime divisor 
p = f(q) of 1074 + 10% + 1 which does not divide 10° — 1. Moreover, we will 
prove that the order of 10 modulo p is 3q, in particular q > f(q) is injective, 
which will yield part a). 

Note that 1074 + 109 + 1 = 3 (mod 9), thus if all prime divisors of 1074 + 
10% + 1 divide 10? — 1 = 9-111 = 27-37, then 1077 + 109 + 1 = 3-37* for 
some positive integer k, which is impossible (take the equation mod 4). This 
proves the existence of p. 

Next, let d be the order of 10 modulo p. Since p divides 1074 + 102 + 1, it 
also divides 104 —1 and so d divides 3q. If d # 3q, then d = 1,3 or q. The first 
two cases are impossible by the choice of p. If d = q, then 107 = 1 (mod p) 
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and since p divides 1074 + 102 + 1, it follows that p | 3, a contradiction. Hence 
d = 3q and we are done. 

b) This part is trickier. 

As we have already observed, we have p | 107" + 10* + 1. Since 


108% — 1 
— =a: 108471 +... + a3k; 


we deduce that 
10% — 1 | a, -10°*-1 + ... + agp, 


which can be rewritten (using that 10+" = 10" (mod 10* — 1) as 
10* — 1 | by -10*-1 + bz - 108-7 + ... + bk, 


where b; = a; + Qi+k + ai+2k. Note that 0 < b; < 27, thus 


by - 10*-1 + ba - 10"-? + ... + by < 27- = 3(10* — 1). 


10* — 1 
9 


Moreover, we have equality if and only if a, = ... = a3, = 9, which is impossible 
(it would force p = 1). Thus b; - 10*-1 + bz - 10*-? + ... + by is a multiple of 
10* — 1 smaller than 3(10* — 1), so it cannot exceed 2(10* — 1). In particular 


k_ 
p < 20-1) 


< Sper < 20. 


On the other hand, since 10% — 1 | 10(b; - 10*-! + bg - 10*-? + ... + bk), we also 
obtain 10* — 1 | bg -10*-1+...+ 10b, +b; and so the previous argument yields 
be < 20. Continuing like this we obtain bs, ..., by < 20, thus 


max (a; + a; a; < 19. 
max ( i + isn + Qi+2k) < 


We conclude observing that for p = 7 the maximum is attained, since then 
a, = 1, a2 = 4, a3 = 2, a4 = 8, a5 = 5 and ag = 7, and 4+ 8 +7 = 19. O 
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7.3.2 Practicing the notion of order modulo n 


In this section we illustrate the previous theoretical results with some con- 
crete, but more challenging examples. The result established in the next prob- 
lem is extremely useful in practice. Roughly, it says that if a,b are integers, 
then the prime factors of a? — bP (p being a prime) are of a rather special form. 


Example 7.77. Let a and b be different integers and let p be a prime. 

a) Prove that any prime factor q of a? — b is either a divisor of gcd(a, b) - 
(a — b) or of the form 1+ kp, with k > 1. 

b) Suppose that gcd(a,b) = 1. Prove that any prime factor q of 
either equal to p or of the form 1+ kp with k > 1. 


aP—b? ; 
acb 1S 


Proof. a) If q | a, then clearly q | b and so q | gcd(a, b). Assume now that q 
does not divide a, then it does not divide b either (since q | a? — b?). Let c be 
an integer such that ca = 1 (mod q), then q | (ca)? — (cb)?, thus q | (cb)? — 1. 
If d = ord,(cb), then d | p and d | y(q) = q — 1. If d = 1 then q | cb — 1 and 
then q | a — b since ac = 1 (mod q). If d = p then p | q — 1 and we are done 
again. 

b) Since q | e we have q | a? — b? and so, by part a) and the hypothesis, 
q|a—borgq=1 (mod p). If q = 1 (mod p) we are done, so assume that 
q|a— b. We also know that q | a?™1! + aP-2b+...+ bP—1, thus q | pa?-! and 
q | pb?-. Since gcd(a?—!, bP-!) = 1, we conclude that q | p and finally q = p. 
The result follows. O 


Remark 7.78. In part b) if we assume that p,q > 2 then q = 1 (mod 2p) and 
so q > 2p +1. 


A very similar and also very useful result is the following: 


Example 7.79. Let a and b be relatively prime integers and let n be a positive 
integer. Prove that any odd positive divisor of a?” + b?” is congruent to 1 
modulo 2”+1, 


Proof. It suffices to prove that any odd prime divisor p of a?” +b?” is congruent 
to 1 modulo 2"+!. Note that p does not divide ab, since gcd(a, b) = 1. Let c be 
an integer such that bc = 1 (mod p), then p | (ac)?” + 1. Then the order k of 
ac modulo p divides 2"*1, since p | (ac)2"*" — 1, and does not divide 2”, since 
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otherwise we would have p | (ac)2” — 1 and p | (ac)?” +1 — ((ac)?” — 1) = 2, a 
contradiction. Thus k = 2”+! and since k | p — 1 we are done. O 


The next four examples are illustrations of the result established in the 
previous example. 


Example 7.80. (Kvant M 1476) Find all primes p and q such that 
pq | (2? + 1)(27 + 1). 


Proof. If p | 2? + 1 then Fermat’s little theorem yields p | 3 and then p = 3. 
Thus if p | 2? +1 then p = 3 and q | 3(29 + 1). Using again Fermat’s little 
theorem we obtain q | 9 and then q = 3, giving the solution (p,q) = (3,3). 
On the other hand, if (p,q) # (3,3), the previous discussion shows that we 
must have p,q #3, p #4, p | 21+ 1 and q|2?+1. We will prove that this is 
impossible. Since p 4 3 and p | 24 + 1, we have p | Cay and example 7.77 
yields p = 1 (mod q), in particular p > q. By symmetry we also obtain q > p, 
a contradiction. Thus (p,q) = (3,3) is the only solution of the problem. O 


Example 7.81. (IMO Shortlist 2006) Find all integer solutions of the equation 


Proof. We will prove that the equation has no solutions, by using twice the 


following special case of example 7.77: if p is a prime and z is an integer then 
any prime factor q of zZ is congruent to 0 or 1 modulo p. It follows that for 


z”-1 we have d= 0,1 (mod p). 


x—1 


any positive divisor d of 


Note that z > 0 for any x # 1, since x—1 and x” —1 have the same sign, 
thus y > 1. The previous discussion shows that y—1 and z := y*+y3+y?+y4+1 
are each congruent to 0 or 1 modulo 7. If y — 1 = 0 (mod 7), then z = 5 
(mod 7), a contradiction. If y—1 = 1 (mod 7), then z = 24+2°+2?+2+41=3 
(mod 7), again a contradiction. Hence the equation has no solution. O 


Example 7.82. Find all integers a,n > 1 such that n and a” +1 have the same 
set of prime divisors. 
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Proof. Let p be the largest prime divisor of n. If p = 2 then n is a power of 
2, as well as a” + 1 = (až)? +1. Since 4 cannot divide x? + 1 for any integer 
x£ we deduce that a” + 1 = 2 and a = 1, a contradiction. Thus p > 2. Let 
b= a? and consider 


P+1 (—bP-1 a'+1 


T ia ge Rae E 
b+1 (—b) —1 ar +1 


Any prime factor q of A is either equal to p or congruent to 1 modulo p by 
example 7.77. On the other hand, q also divides a” + 1, thus q | n and then 
q < p. It follows that q = p and so A is a power of p. Moreover, p | 6? +1 and 
so p | b+1 by Fermat’s little theorem. Using the lifting the exponent lemma we 
obtain vp(A) = 1 and so the only possibility is A = p, that is P +1 = p(b+ 1). 
Arguing as in the solution of example 6.29 (this is a simple argument based 
on inequalities) yields b = 2 and p = 3, then a? =2anda= 2, n = 3. Thus 
the only solution of the problem is (a,n) = (2,3). o 


Example 7.83. (IMO Shortlist 2005) Find all positive integers n for which 
there is a unique integer a € {0,1,...,n! — 1} satisfying n! | a” + 1. 


Proof. It is not difficult to see that n = 2 and n = 3 are solutions, so assume 
that n > 3. If n! | a” +1 then 4 | a” +1 and so n must be odd. Hence 
a =n! — 1 satisfies n! | a” + 1, which shows that n is a solution of the problem 
if and only if b” + 1 is not a multiple of n! for any b € {0,1,...,n! — 2}. 

Suppose first that n is a prime and that b € {0,1,...,n! — 2} satisfies 
n! | b +1. Then n | 6" +1 and Fermat’s little theorem gives n | b+ 1. 
On the other hand, choose any prime q < n and let k = vug((n — 1)!), then 

q! | (b +1): $H. Since q < n, example 7.77 shows that q cannot divide 

ae and so q! | b+ 1. It follows that (n — 1)! | 6+ 1, which combined with 
n |b+1 and gcd(n,(n — 1)!) = 1 gives n! | b + 1, a contradiction. Thus all 
prime numbers are solutions of the problem. 

Suppose next that n is composite and let p be the smallest prime factor of 
n. We will prove that b = w — 1 € {0,1,...,n! — 2} satisfies n! | b” +1 and so 
n is not a solution. But 


n! 
b” +1 = (b +1) — o? + o 1) = (B71 — oF + +1) 
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and so it suffices to prove that p | b°-1 — b"-? +. ...+1. Since p is the smallest 
prime factor of n and n is composite, we have p? < n and so p? | nl, thus 
b= —1 (mod p) and 6°"! —b"-?4...41=1414+...+1=n=0 (mod p), as 
desired. Thus the solutions of the problem are exactly the prime numbers. O 


Example 7.84. (Komal) Let n > 1 and a be integers such that n | a”—1. Prove 
that a+ 1,a?+2,a°+3,...,a"-+n form a complete residue system modulo n. 


Proof. We will prove this by strong induction on n, the case n = 1 being clear. 
Assume that the result holds up to n — 1 and let us prove it for n. Note that 
gced(a,n) = 1 since n | a” — 1, thus we can set d = ord,(a), and we have 
d | y(n), in particular d < n. Moreover, since a” = 1 (mod n) we have d | n, 
which yields af = 1 (mod d) (since af = 1 (mod n) and d | n). Thus a and d 
satisfy the same hypotheses as a and n, and moreover d < n. The inductive 
hypothesis shows that (af + 1)1<i<q is a complete residue system modulo d. 
Assume next that a’ +i =a’ + j (mod n) for some integers i, j > 0, then 
a +i = af + j (mod d) (since d | n) and by the previous discussion i = j 
(mod d). But then at = af (mod n) (since af = 1 (mod n)), which combined 
with the congruence af +i = af +j (mod n) yields i = j (mod n). The result 
follows. , m 


Example 7.85. (India 2014) Let p be an odd prime and let k be an odd positive 
integer. Prove that pk + 1 does not divide p? — 1. 


Proof. Suppose that this is not the case and let k be the smallest odd positive 
integer for which pk + 1 | pP — 1. The order of p modulo pk + 1 divides p and 
cannot be 1 (since pk + 1 does not divide p — 1), thus it must be p, which 
shows that p | (pk + 1). Since gcd(p, pk + 1) = 1, it follows that there is 
a prime q | pk + 1 such that p | q— 1. In particular we have q > 2 and so 
2p | q— 1. Write pk + 1 = q°m with s > 1 and m > 1 not divisible by q. 
Taking the equation pk + 1 = q°m modulo 2p and using that k is odd and 
q =1 (mod 2p) yields m = 1+p (mod 2p), thus m = 1+ up for some positive 
odd integer u. Since m < pk + 1 we have u < k and since m | pk + 1 we also 
have 1+ up | pP — 1. This contradicts the minimality of k and finishes the 
proof. O 
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We end this section with some more challenging problems. 


Example 7.86. (Romania TST 2009) Prove that there are infinitely many pairs 
of distinct prime numbers (p, q) such that p | 297! — 1 and q | 2?-! — 1. 


Proof. Let Fy = 22” +1 be the nth Fermat number. For each n > 1 let pn be 
a prime factor of Fn and let qn be a prime factor of F,41. Then po, ps, ... are 
pairwise distinct and Pn # qn for all n, since the Fermat numbers are pairwise 
relatively prime (see example 3.12). Moreover by example 7.61 we have pn = 1 
(mod 2+?) and qn = 1 (mod 2+3), Thus pn | 27 +1 | 22° —1| 2-1-1 
and qn | 27" +1 | 22"** —1 | 2-1 — 1. Thus (pn, qn) is a solution of the 
problem for all n > 1. o 


Example 7.87. (Russia 2009) Let x and y be integers such that 2 < x,y < 100. 
Prove that there exists a positive integer n such that x?” +y?” is a composite 
number. 


Proof. The result is clear when z = y (take n = 1), so assume that x Æ y. We 
first prove that 257 | £?” + y?” for some n > 1. Since 257 is a prime and y 
is not divisible by 257 there is q such that z = qy (mod 257). Note that q is 
not congruent 0,+1 (mod 257) thanks to the hypothesis 2 < x,y < 100 and 
xz # y. Let d= ordgs7(q), then d | 256 = 28 and so d = 2* for some k. Since 
257 does not divide q + 1, we have k > 2. Moreover, since 257 | q” — 1 and 
257 does not divide g2° * — 1, we have 257 | ge +1. Finally, since x = qy 
(mod 257), it follows that 257 | 22°" + y?*" and the claim is proved (take 
n=k-1>1). 

Suppose now that x2” + y?” is a prime, then necessarily x2” + y” = 257. 
Letting a = £?" and b = y2"", we obtain a? + b? = 257 and a,b > 1 (since 
x,y > 1). One easily checks by hand that this is impossible (the general result 
is that a prime p = 1 (mod 4) can be written in a unique way as a sum of 
two squares and in this case 257 = 16? + 1? is that way), which shows that 
x" +y” is a composite number. oO 


Example 7.88. (AMME 2948) Let x, y be relatively prime integers greater than 
1. Prove that vp(x?—! — yP—1) is odd for infinitely many primes p. 
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Proof. If k > 2 is an integer, by theorem 3.51 and the remark following it 
ge ty?" is neither a perfect square nor twice a perfect square. Thus we can 
find an odd prime px such that vp, (x? ae a y P is odd. Since gcd(x, y) = 1, 
pk cannot divide zy. Since it divides get 4 yY, + example 7.79 shows that 
2¥ divides py — 1. The lifting the exponent lemma gives 


z = k k pPk— 1 k-1 k-1 
Up, (PF 1 gre 1) = üp = y? ) + Up, (=) = ipa a y? ), 


and the last quantity is odd by the choice of pg. The result follows by taking 
successively k = 3,4,... and observing that pẹ > 1+ 2". Oo 


Example 7.89. (China TST 2005) Prove that for any n > 2 the number 2?” +1 
has a prime factor greater than (n + 1) - 2"+?. 


Proof. The result is clear for n = 3 (note that 2° + 1 is a prime), so assume 
that n > 4. Consider the prime factorization 


2" +1 = pt ...pe*, 
with pı < ... < py. By example 7.61 there are positive integers q1,...,q, such 


that pj = 1+ 2”+?q;. Since 2” > 2n + 4 (as n > 4) and p% = 1 + 2? aig; 
(mod 2?"+4), we obtain 


k k 
1=2”+1= [a + 2+2 aiqi) =1+2+2 Y gia (mod pie). 


i=l i=1 
thus 
agi +... + ange > Y. 
Assuming that max;(q) < n, we obtain ay +... + az >? = which gives 
1+ 92 _ jja + gnt2g, yu > Ter) > (gnt2) = 9o74 ante 


i=l i=1 


and so 1 + 22” > gon? a contradiction. Thus max;(qi) > n + 1 and so 


max;(pi) > (n + 1)2"+?, as desired. o 
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Example 7.90. (Iran 2011) Let k > 7 be an integer. Find the number of pairs 
(x,y) such that 0 < x,y < 2” and 


73737 =9" (mod 2*). 


Proof. We start by finding the possible remainders of the numbers 1,9,92, ... 
when divided by 2%, for a given integer N > 4. We easily obtain (using 
proposition 7.68 or, better, by a direct computation) that the order of 9 mod 
2N is 2N-3. Thus there are precisely 2-3 distinct residues modulo 2% among 
those of 1,9,97,.... As each of these residues is of the form 8k + 1 and since 
there are 20-3 such residues, it follows that the remainders of 1,9,9?,... are 
exactly the residues mod 2” of the form 8k + 1. 

Since 73 = 1 (mod 8), the previous paragraph gives the existence of u > 1 
such that 73 = 9” (mod 2*). Since 73 = 9 (mod 64), it follows that 9%"! = 1 
(mod 2°) and the previous paragraph (with N = 6) yields u = 1 (mod 8). 
Since the order of 9 modulo 2% is 2*-3, the congruence 73737 = 9% (mod 2*) is 
equivalent to u9“? = 9 (mod 2-3). We need to find the number of solutions 
of this congruence with z,y € {0,1,...,.2* — 1} . Fix z € {0,1,...,2* — 1}. 
Then u9“* = 1 (mod 8), hence by the first paragraph we can find v such 
that u9“” = 9” (mod 2*-3). Now 9 = 9” (mod 2*-%) if and only if y = v 
(mod 2*-6). There are precisely 2° such numbers y € {0,1,...,2* — 1}. Thus 
for each x the corresponding congruence has 2° solutions y, and so the total 
number of solutions is 2*+®, o 


Example 7.91. (Iran TST 2009) Prove that for all positive integers n we have 


n n 


52 —1 32? -1 4 
3 F? = (—5) aF? (mod 2"**), 

Proof. Denote for simplicity 5?” — 1 = b and 3?” — 1 = c. One easily checks, 

using either the lifting the exponent lemma or the formula 

+1), 


gn-1 


a” —1= (z — 1)(x + 1)(x? +1)...(2 


that v2(b) = ve(c) = n + 2, thus yr and sayz are odd integers and the 
congruence can also be written as 


(—3) FF? = 577 (mod 2+4), 
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Next, by example 7.60 there is a > 1 such that —3 = 5% (mod 2”+4). The 
previous congruence becomes 


SIE = HITZ (mod 2"*4), 


Since the order of 5 modulo 2”*4 is 2”+2 (see example 7.60), this last congru- 
ence is equivalent to 
a c 
+2 — gn+2 

or ab = c (mod 2?”+4), 

Next, observe that if x,y are odd integers with z = y (mod 2") for some 
k > 1, then z?” = y?” (mod 2+*) for all m > 1. This follows immediately 
by induction, or using the formula 


(mod 2”*?) 


m m m—1 m—1 
a" — y? = (x — y)(e +y) (2? + y?) +y). 


Since —3 = 5% (mod 2”+4), we deduce that 32” = 5%?” (mod 2?”+4). Hence 
1+c=(1+b)*=1+ab+ 6 b+... (mod 2+4), 


Since v2(b) = n + 2, the last congruence is equivalent to c = ab (mod 2?"+4), 
which is exactly what we needed. O 


Example 7.92. (China TST 2004) Prove that for any integer m > 1 there is a 
prime number p which does not divide n™ — m for any integer n. 


Proof. Choose a prime factor q of m. We will prove in the next paragraph that 
we can find a prime p such that p | m1 — 1, p does not divide m — 1 and finally 
gcd(p—1,qm) | m. We claim that such p is a solution of the problem. Indeed, 
assuming that p | n™ — m for some n, we obtain n™ = m4 = 1 (mod p), so 
d := ord,(n) satisfies d | mq. Since d | p — 1, we have d | gcd(mq,p — 1) | m 
and so p | n™ — 1. Since p | n™ — m, we conclude that p | m — 1, contradicting 
the choice of p. 
We prove now the existence of p. Letting k = vg(m), the number 


1—1 
ge =1+m+m? +... +m! 
m-—1 
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is congruent to 1+m modulo g**+! and so it is not congruent to 1 modulo g**1. 
It follows that A has a prime factor p which is not congruent to 1 modulo g**1. 
Then clearly p | m3 — 1 and gcd(p — 1, mq) | m. We cannot have p | m — 1, 
since otherwise p = q (asp | A=1+m+...+m! and p | m — 1 force 
p | q) and q | m — 1, a contradiction with q | m. Thus p satisfies all desired 
conditions and the problem is solved. O 


Remark 7.93. The case when m is a prime was one of the problems given at 
IMO 2003. 


7.3.3 Primitive roots modulo n 


We have already seen that for any positive integer n and any integer a 
relatively prime to n the order modulo n of a divides y(n) and in particular 
it cannot exceed y(n). We are interested in this section in characterizing 
those n for which this bound is attained, i.e. for which there is a such that 
gcd(a,n) = 1 and ord,(a) = y(n). Let us give a name to such numbers a. 


Definition 7.94. Let n be a positive integer. An integer a is called a primitive 
root modulo n if gcd(a,n) = 1 and ord,(a) = y(n). 


It is clear that if a is a primitive root modulo n and if b =a (mod n), then 
b is also a primitive root modulo n. Note that an integer a relatively prime 
to n is a primitive root modulo n if and only if 1,a,...,a°)—-! give pairwise 
distinct remainders modulo n. This yields the following useful observation. 


Proposition 7.95. Let a be an integer relatively prime to a positive integer 
n. The following statements are equivalent: 

a) a is a primitive root modulo n; 

b) 1,a,a”,...,a°)—1 is a reduced residue system modulo n; 

c) For any integer x relatively prime to n there is a positive integer k such 
that x = a* (mod n). 


Let us give a few simple examples: the primitive roots modulo 2 are the 
odd integers, the primitive roots modulo 3 (respectively 4) are the integers of 
the form 3k + 2 (respectively 4k + 3). Similarly, the primitive roots modulo 5 
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are integers of the form 5k + 2 or 5k +3 and the primitive roots modulo 6 are 
integers of the form 6k + 5. 

The next proposition gives a useful criterion for proving that an integer a 
is a primitive root mod n. 


Proposition 7.96. Let n > 1 be an integer and let a be an integer such that 
gcd(a,n) = 1. Then a is a primitive root mod n if and only if n does not 


gln) 
dividea 1 —1 for all primes q|p(n). 


gln) 
Proof. If a is a primitive root mod n, then n does not divide a @ —1 since 
otherwise y(n) = ordn(a) would divide ew, 
eln) 
Conversely, suppose that n does not divide a @ —1 for all primes g|y(n), 
and let d = ord,(a). Then d | y(n) and by assumption d does not divide ant 
for any prime factor q of y(n). It follows that etn) is a divisor of y(n) which 


is not divisible by any prime factor of y(n), thus vn) = 1 and ais a primitive 
root mod n. Oo 


We illustrate the previous proposition with a few concrete examples, some 
of which use intensively results about quadratic residues discussed in chapter 4. 
Example 7.97. Prove that 2 is a primitive root modulo 29 and solve the con- 
gruence 
l+a+..+2°=0 (mod 29). 


Proof. By proposition 7.96, it suffices to check that 2'4 and 24 are not con- 
gruent to 1 modulo 29. This is clear for 2*, and follows for 214 from 


214 = (2°)?.24 = 3? . 16 = 3 - 48 = —30 = —1 (mod 29). 


Thus 2 is a primitive root modulo 29 (one could also observe that 29 = 5 
(mod 8), hence (3) = —1 and 2!4 = —1 (mod 29)). 

Suppose that x is not congruent to 1 modulo 29, then 1+2+...+25=0 
(mod 29) if and only if z” = 1 (mod 29). Write z = 2* (mod 29) for some 
0 < k < 27, which is possible since 2 is a primitive root modulo 29. Then 
x’ = 1 (mod 29) if and only if 28 | 7k, that is 4 | k. We deduce that the 
solutions of the congruence are 2% for 1 < k < 6. o 
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Example 7.98. (Putnam 1994) For a nonnegative integer a let 
Na = 101la — 100- 2°. 


Prove that if a,b,c,d € {0,1,...,99} satisfy na + np = Nne + na (mod 10100), 
then {a,b} = {c, d}. 


Proof. The congruence ng + ny = Nne + na (mod 10100) is equivalent to the 
simultaneous congruences a +b = c +d (mod 100) and 27 + 2 = 2° + 2¢ 
(mod 101). Since 101 is a prime number, Fermat’s little theorem combined 
with a+b=c+d (mod 100) yield 2% - 2? = 2° . 2% (mod 101). It follows that 


(X — 2%)(X — 2°) = (X — 2°)(X — 2%) (mod 101) 


and so (2° — 2°)(2* — 2%) = 0 (mod 101). By symmetry, we may assume 
that 2% = 2° (mod 101), thus ordi9i(2) | a — c. We will prove below that 
ord101 (2) = 100, which yields a = c and then b = d. 

It remains to prove that 2 is a primitive root modulo 101. By proposition 
7.96, it suffices to prove that 27° — 1 and 2°° — 1 are not multiples of 101. For 
220 _ 1 we observe that 


220 — (2°)? = 142 =95 (mod 101). 
For 25° — 1 one can use a similar computation, or, more elegantly, use Euler’s 


criterion (theorem 5.99) and the fact that (-2 ) = —1 (use theorem 5.125 and 
101 
the congruence 101 = 5 (mod 8)). Oo 


Example 7.99. Let p > 3 be a Fermat prime, i.e of the form 2” + 1 for some 
integer n > 1. Prove that 3 is a primitive root mod p. 


Proof. Since p(p) = p — 1 = 2”, by proposition 7.96 it suffices to prove that 
-1 
3°2 —1 is not divisible by p, which is equivalent by Euler’s criterion (theorem 


5.99) to (2) = —1. Using the quadratic reciprocity law (theorem 5.124) we 
p 


obtain 
E-o) -= 


the last equality being a consequence of the fact that p = 1 (mod 4) and p = 2 
(mod 3). The result follows. Oo 
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Example 7.100. Let q = 1 (mod 4) be a prime such that p = 2q + 1 is also 
prime. Prove that 2 is a primitive root modulo p. 


Proof. Again, by proposition 7.96 it suffices to prove that 2°= —1 and a —1 
are not divisible by p. This is clear for F — 1 = 3, so it remains to prove 
that (2) = —1 (by Euler’s criterion, theorem 5.99). This follows from theorem 
5.125 and the fact that p = 3 (mod 8). o 


Remark 7.101. A famous conjecture of Artin implies the existence of infinitely 
many primes p for which 2 is a primitive root modulo p. The previous example 
shows that this would follow from the existence of infinitely many primes q = 1 
(mod 4) for which p = 2q + 1 is also a prime. 


A natural question is whether for any positive integer n there are primitive 
roots modulo n. The answer is unfortunately negative: since any odd integer 
a satisfies a? = 1 (mod 8), the order of any odd integer modulo 8 is 1 or 2, 
so there are no primitive roots modulo 8. Similarly one easily checks that 
there are no primitive roots modulo 2” for n > 2. More precisely we have the 
following result. 


Proposition 7.102. Letn be a positive integer for which there are primitive 
roots modulo n. Then n = 1,2,4,p" or 2p} for some odd prime p and some 
positive integer k. 


Proof. Suppose that n has primitive roots modulo n and is not of the form 
indicated in the proposition. Note that n is not a power of 2 greater than 4, 
by the discussion preceding the proposition. It is then immediate to see (by 
considering the prime factorization of n) that we can write n = ab for two 
relatively prime numbers a,b > 2. Since a,b > 2, the numbers ¢(a) and (b) 
are even, thus for all integers x relatively prime to n Euler’s theorem yields 


em _ (a): 2 


x2 =1 (moda) 


(n) n 
and similarly z°2 = 1 (mod b). Since gcd(a, b) = 1, we infer that 1P =1 
(mod n) and so ordn (x) | etn) for any x relatively prime to n. It follows that 
there are no primitive roots modulo n, a contradiction. O 
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A remarkable theorem due to Gauss states that the converse of the previous 
result holds, giving a complete description of all positive integers n for which 
there are primitive roots modulo n. 


Theorem 7.103. (Gauss) Let n be a positive integer. The following state- 
ments are equivalent: 

a) There are primitive roots modulo n. 

b) n is equal to 1,2,4,p* or 2p* for some odd prime p and some k > 1. 


We have already established one implication. The other implication lies 
deeper and we will establish it in a series of steps, each of which is interesting in 
its own right. The most delicate part is establishing the existence of primitive 
roots modulo odd primes, a task to which we focus our attention. 


Theorem 7.104. Let p be an odd prime. For any positive divisor d of y(p) = 
p—1 there are exactly p(d) numbers n € {1,2,...,p—1} such that ordp(n) = d. 
In particular, there are y(p — 1) > 1 primitive roots modulo p. 


Proof. Let f(d) be the number of integers n € {1, 2, ...,.p—1} with ord,(n) = d. 
We will prove below that f(d) < y(d) for all d | p—1. Assuming this, we 


obtain 

Y f(a) < SS o(d) =p-1, 

d|p—1 d|p—1 
the last equality being a consequence of Gauss’ theorem 4.112. Since ord,(n) | 
p—1 for all n € {1,2,...,p—1}, we clearly have }’4,1 f(d) = p—1. It follows 
that all the inequalities f(d) < y(d) must be equalities and the theorem is 
proved. 

We still need to prove that f(d) < y(d). This is clear if f(d) = 0, so assume 
that there is n € {1,2, ...,p—1} with ord,(n) = d. By Lagrange’s theorem 5.69 
and the fact that n,n?,...,n% are pairwise distinct solutions of the congruence 
z? = 1 (mod p), it follows that all solutions of this congruence are given by 
the remainders mod p of n,n?,...,n?. Hence if m € {1,2,...,p — 1} has order 
d modulo p, then m = nf (mod p) for some 1 < j < d. Since ord,(m) = 
d, proposition 7.66 gives gcd(j,d) = 1, which proves that f(d) < (d): all 
numbers m € {1,2,...,9 — 1} with order d modulo p must be among the 
remainders modulo p of the numbers nf with j a totative of d. The theorem 
is therefore proved. o 
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Remark 7.105. 1) The most difficult part of the proof of theorem 7.104 is the 
existence of a primitive root modulo p. Indeed, if a is a primitive root modulo 
p, then any n € {1,2,...,p — 1} is congruent to a* for some 0 < k < p — 2, 
and proposition 7.66 shows that ord,(n) = d if and only if xa) = d, i.e. 
k= P- -e, with e a totative of d. Thus there are y(d) such integers n. 

2) Here is a slightly different, but quite nice way of proving theorem 7.104. 
Let f(d) be the number of integers n € {1,2, ...,p — 1} with ordp(n) = d. We 
claim that for any d | p— 1 

ire =4 


eld 


A number z € {1,2,...,p — 1} satisfies x? = 1 (mod p) if and only if 
e := ord,(z) is a divisor of d, thus the left-hand side is precisely the number 
of solutions of the congruence x? = 1 (mod p), which is d by theorem 5.78. 
Using a version of the Möbius inversion formula (see part 3 of remark 4.125), 
we obtain 


1d = ule)’ = old), 


eld 
as needed. The same argument is used in the next example. 


Example 7.106. (Iran TST 2003) Let aj,...,a,% be all primitive roots modulo 
an odd prime p. Prove that 


a, +ag+...+a,=pu(p—1) (mod p). 


Proof. For each d | p — 1 set 


f®@= Š, z (mod p), 


z?=1 (mod p) 


i.e. f(d) is the remainder mod p of the sum of the solutions of the congru- 
ence zf = 1 (mod p). By theorem 5.78 this congruence has d solutions, say 
£1,- Zd. Lagrange’s theorem 5.69 yields 


X4—1=(X —2)(X —2)...(X — £a) (mod p), 
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and looking at the coefficient of X¢-1 we obtain 
f(d) =21+...+2¢=0 (mod p) 


for d > 1. Thus f(d) = 0 for d > 1 and clearly f(1) = 1. On the other hand, 
it is clear that 


KA= ou), where g(d)= E z (modp) 


uld ordy(x)=d 


is the remainder mod p of the sum of all numbers x € {1,2,...,p — 1} with 
ord,(x) = d. Taking into account the values of f, the result follows by a 
version of the Möbius inversion formula (see remark 4.125). oO 


The next example gives a different proof of the existence of primitive roots 
modulo p. 
Example 7.107. a) Let n be a positive integer and let aj,...,aq be integers 
relatively prime to n. Prove that there is an integer c relatively prime to n 
such that 
ordn (c) = lem(ordn (a1), ..., Ordn (aq) ). 


b) Deduce that there are primitive roots modulo p for any odd prime p. 


Proof. a) Let M = lcm(ordn (a1), ..., Ordn (aq)) and assume that M > 1, the 
case M = 1 being clear. Let M = p{?...p;* be the prime factorization of 
M and fix i € {1,2,...,k}. Since p?* | lem(ord,(az), ...,ordn(ag)), there is 
zi E€ {a1,...,aq} such that pi* | ord,(z;). By proposition 7.66 the number 
ord (4) 

ĉi = ti Pi has order py modulo n. Choosing c = c1C2...Ck we obtain 
ordn(c) = M. Indeed, it is clear that c“ = 1 (mod n), since ce =1 (mod n) 


N% 

for all i. On the other hand, if c = 1 (mod n), then c ”:* = 1 (mod n), 
N% 

which simplifies to c; ™ = 1 (mod n). This yields p% | N - aa which in 


turn gives pf“ | N for all i, thus M | N. We conclude that ordn(c) = M, as 
needed. 
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b) Let 
k = lem(ord,(1), ordy(2), ..., ordp(p — 1)). 
By part a) we can write k = ord,(s) for some s relatively prime to p. By 
construction a* = 1 (mod p) for all a € {1,2,...,p—1}, thus for all a relatively 
prime to p. Corollary 5.76 yields p — 1 | k and so p — 1 | ordn(s) | p— 1. It 
follows that s is a primitive root mod p. o 


We end this section explaining the proof of theorem 7.103. The key tech- 
nical ingredient is given by the following result, which is a simple consequence 
of the lifting the exponent lemma, more precisely of proposition 7.68. 


Theorem 7.108. Let p be an odd prime and let a be a primitive root mod p. 
a) a is a primitive root modulo p? if and only if vp(a?-! — 1) = 1. 
b) If a is a primitive root mod p?, then a is a primitive root mod p” for all 
n> 1. 


Proof. a) Proposition 7.68 gives 
ord,a(a) = (p = 1) -p?*, 
where v = v,(a?-! — 1). Since a is a primitive root mod p? if and only if 


ord,2(a) = p(p — 1), the result follows. 
b) This follows immediately from proposition 7.68 and part a). O 


Remark 7.109. Suppose that a € {1,2,...,p — 1} is a primitive root modulo 
p. It can (rarely) happen that p? | aP! — 1, in other words it is not true in 
general that a is a primitive root modulo p°. For instance one can prove that 
5 is a primitive root modulo p = 40487 and 5?-! = 1 (mod p°). 

We can now easily finish the proof of theorem 7.103. We need to prove 
that there are primitive roots modulo p” and 2p” for any odd prime p and 
any n > 1. Choose a primitive root a modulo p and observe that a+ p is also 
a primitive root modulo p. We claim that one of the numbers a and a+ p is 
a primitive root modulo p?. Indeed, if neither of them is then the previous 
theorem yields p? | a?-!—1 and p? | (a+p)?-!—1. Using the binomial formula 
we obtain 


=i 
(a +p)! -1=at -1+ 4 i Jer (mod p°) 
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and we conclude that p? | (p — 1)pa?-?, which is clearly impossible. This 
proves the existence of a primitive root b (equal to a or a+ p) which is also 
a primitive root mod p*. Then b is a primitive root mod p” for all n > 1 
by the previous theorem. Finally, note that one of the numbers b and b+ p” 
is odd, thus we may assume (possibly by replacing b with b + p”) that b 
is odd. Since y(2p”) = y(p") and since ordyn(b) = y(p”), we clearly have 
ordəpn (b) = y(2p”) and so b is a primitive root mod 2p”. Theorem 7.103 is 
thus proved. 

We end this rather long section with a few concrete examples in which the 
concept of primitive roots modulo n plays a key role. 


Example 7.110. a) Prove that an odd prime p is congruent to 1 mod 8 if and 


only if the congruence zt = —1 (mod p) has solutions. 


b) Deduce that if p = 1 (mod 8) then or =1 (mod p). 


Proof. a) If p = 1 (mod 8), take x = g7 with g a primitive root mod p. 
Then ordp(x) = 8, thus zê = 1 (mod p) and zf is not congruent to 1 mod p. 
It follows that z+ = —1 (mod p), which proves one implication. Conversely, 
suppose that there is x such that z+ = —1 (mod p). Then ord,(z) = 8 since 
ord,(x) divides 8 and does not divide 4. Since ord,(x) | p — 1, we have p = 1 
(mod 8) and we are done. 

b) Take x such that zt = —1 (mod p). Then gcd(p, x) = 1, so there is an 
integer y such that ry = 1 (mod p). Let z = z + y, then 2? = 2 + z? +4? 
(mod p). On the other hand zty? = —y? (mod p) and zty? = z? (mod p), 
thus p | xz? + y? and so z? = 2 (mod p). It follows that 1 = 2?-! = 27 
(mod p) and we are done. O 


The next example gives a very conceptual proof of corollary 5.77. 


Example 7.111. Prove that for all primes p and all positive integers n we 
have 1” + 2” +... + (p — 1)" = 0 (mod p) if p — 1 does not divide n, and 
1” +...+(p—1)” =—1 (mod p) ifp—1|n. 


Proof. If a is a primitive root mod p, then 1, 2,...,9 — 1 are congruent mod p 
to a permutation of 1,a,...,a?~*, hence 


1” +2 +... HTS iat Ha” aa On, 
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The last expression can be easily computed: if p— 1 | n, then a” = 1 (mod p), 
hence 1” +... + (p — 1)” = p— 1 = —1 (mod p), while if p — 1 does not divide 
n, then a” is not congruent to 1 mod p, and 


(a” —1)(1+a"+...+a-2)") = aP- __1=0 (mod p), 
hence 1 +a” + ... + a®72" = (mod p) and we are done. o 


Example 7.112. Let a,n, k be integers with n,k > 0 and gcd(a,n) = 1. Sup- 
pose that there are primitive roots mod n, and let d = ged(k, p(n)). 

a) Prove that the congruence z! =a (mod n) has solutions if and only if 
aP =1 (mod n), and in this case the o has d solutions. 

b) For how many integers a € {0,1,...,n — 1} relatively prime to n does 
the congruence z? = a (mod n) have na 


Proof. a) Let g be a primitive root modulo n. If z* = a (mod n), then 
ged(z, n) = 1 since gcd(a,n) = 1. Thus we can write x = gi (mod n) and 
a = g” (mod n) for unique integers j, u € {0, 1,...,9(n) — 1}. The congruence 
z* = a (mod n) is then equivalent to g—“ = 1 (mod n) and to kj = u 
asa y(n)). This linear congruence (the "unknown" being j) has solutions 
if and only if u is a multiple of d, and if this is the case the congruence has 
exactly d solutions. On the other hand, the congruence aP =1 (mod n) is 
equivalent to Para = 1 (mod n), then to u20) = = 0 (mod ¢y(n)) and finally 
to u=0 (mod d). The result follows. 
b) By a) we need to find the number of solutions of the congruence aft = 
1 (mod n). By the proof of part a), this amounts to finding the number of 
integers u € {0,1,..., p(n) — 1} such that u = 0 (mod d), which is exactly 
#9) : 
Remark 7.113. By taking n = p an odd prime and k = 2, we recover Euler’s 
criterion and the formula for the number of quadratic residues mod p. 


Example 7.114. Prove that the number of solutions of the congruence z"~! = 1 
(mod n) is []pin gcd(p — 1,n — 1). 
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Proof. Let n = p?*...pg* be the prime factorization of n and let a; be the 
number of solutions of the congruence 2”~! = 1 (mod p#*). By the Chinese 
remainder theorem (more precisely by theorem 7.9), it suffices to prove that 
Tie; a; = II$; ged(p; — 1,n — 1). We will prove that a; = ged(p; — 1,n — 1) 
for 1 < i< k. If p; > 2 then pt has primitive roots and so (by the previous 
example) the congruence z”~1 = 1 (mod p**) has 


ged(n — 1, p(p?*)) = ged(n — 1, pf" (pi — 1)) = ged(n — 1, pi — 1) 


solutions, as desired. A similar argument works when p; = 2 and aq; > 2. 
Suppose that p; = 2 and a; € {1,2}, we need to prove that the congruences 
x”! = 1 (mod 2) and 2”! = 1 (mod 4) have exactly one solution when 
v9(n) = 1 and ve(n) = 2 respectively. This is clear. o 


Example 7.115. (AMM E 3212) Is it true that if n is sufficiently large and 
Q1, 49, ...,@y, is an arbitrary permutation of 1,2,...,n, then we can find integers 
i,d such that 1 <i <i+d<i+2d < n and a, Qi+d, Qi+24 form an arithmetic 
progression? 


Proof. The answer is negative. If p is an odd prime, let g be a primitive 
root mod p and consider the permutation a1, ...,@p—-1 of 1,2,...,p — 1 defined 
by a; = gt (mod p). If aj, a;14,4;12q form an arithmetic progression, then 
gê + git?4 = Qg't4 (mod p) and so (g? — 1)? = 0 (mod p). This forces gf = 1 
(mod p), hence p—1|d and d > p — 1, a contradiction. o 


Example 7.116. (Kömal) Is there a positive integer n such that every nonzero 
digit (in base ten) appears the same number of times in the decimal represen- 
tation of each of the numbers n, 2n, 3n, ..., 2016n? 


Proof. Suppose that there is a prime p > 2016 such that 10 is a primitive root 
modulo p. Consider an integer n such that n-p = 10?-! — 1. Arguing as in 
the proof of example 7.75, we see that the periods of the fractions z > er aoe 
are obtained by cyclic permutations of the period of z and the decimal rep- 
resentations of the numbers n, 2n, 3n, ..., 2016n are also obtained by cyclic 
permutations of the digits (with an appropriate number of leading zeroes), 


hence n is a solution of the problem. 
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We prove now the existence of such a prime p. We will check that p = 
216 + 1 works. It is well-known (and not difficult to prove) that p is indeed 
a prime. The order of 10 module p divides oe — 1 = 26 thus if the order is 
not p — 1, then it must divide 7 1 and so 10°F =1 (mod p). It follows that 


(2) . (3) = = (22) = = 1, which is impossible, since (2 )= = 1 (as p=1 (mod 8)) 


p) \p 
and (3) = (8) = E = —1 (we used here the quadratic reciprocity law and 
the fact that p = 2 (mod 5)). oO 


Remark 7.117. It is not known whether 10 is a primitive root modulo p for 
infinitely many primes p. This is a special case of a famous conjecture due 
to Artin, stating that any integer a 4 —1 which is not a perfect square is a 
primitive root modulo p for infinitely many primes p. 


Example 7.118. (USA TST 2010) Is there a positive integer k such that p = 
6k + 1 is a prime and (3°) = 1 (mod p)? 


Proof. The answer is negative. Suppose that p = 6k+1 is a prime and (=) =1 
(mod p). Let g be a primitive root mod p and let z = gê. Then z has order k 
mod p, hence ye z% is 0 modulo p, unless j is a multiple of k. We deduce 
that 


Spoon 38 C-AR 


i=0 i=0 j=0 j=0 i=0 
_ [{ (3k P 3k y% 3k 5 3k k 
m 0 k 2k 3k 
= (2427) ) ean (mod p). 
On the other hand, for all 0 < i < k — 1 we have 


(43) = (1+ 2) F = —1,0,1 (mod p). 


However we cannot have k remainders mod p, each of them —1,0 or 1, adding 
up to 4k modulo p. The result follows. o 
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Problems for practice 


The Chinese remainder theorem 


. (Poland 2003) A polynomial f with integer coefficients has the property 


that gcd(f(a), f(b)) = 1 for some integers a 4 b. Prove that there is an 
infinite set of integers S such that gcd(f(m), f(n)) = 1 whenever m,n 
are distinct elements of S. 


. Prove that for all positive integers k and n there exists a set S of n 


consecutive positive integers such that each x € S has at least k distinct 
prime divisors that do not divide any other element of S. 


. A lattice point is called visible if its coordinates are relatively prime 


integers. Prove that for any positive integer k there is a lattice point 
whose distance from each visible lattice point is greater than k. 


a, 2a,...,na are all perfect powers. 


b) (Balkan 2000) Prove that for all n > 1 there is a set A of n positive 


integers such that for all 1 < k < n and all x1, £2, ..., £k E€ A the number 
sito tts is a perfect power. 


. a) Prove that for all n > 1 there is a positive integer a such that 


. Let a,b,c be pairwise distinct positive integers. Prove that there is an 


integer n such that a+n,b+n,c+ n are pairwise relatively prime. 


. (AMM) Prove that there are arbitrarily long sequences of consecutive 


integers, none of which can be written as the sum of two perfect squares. 


. Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with integer coefficients and let n 


and k be positive integers. Prove that there is a positive integer a such 
that each of the numbers f(a), f(a+1),...,f(a+n-—1) has at least k 
distinct prime divisors. 


. (IMC 2013) Let p and q be relatively prime positive integers. Prove that 


Sen eae = 0 if pq is even 
K0. 1 if pq odd 
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. (IMO 1999 Shortlist) Find all positive integers n for which there is an 
integer m such that 2” — 1 | m? +9. 


(Bulgaria 2003) A finite set C of positive integers is called good if for 
any k E Z there exist a Æ b € C such that ged(a + k,b + k) > 1. Prove 
that if the sum of the elements of a good set C equals 2003, then there 
exists c € C such that the set C — {c} is good. 


Is there a sequence of 101 consecutive odd integers such that each term 
of the sequence has a prime factor not exceeding 103? 


(USA TST 2010) The sequence (a@n)n>1 satisfies a} = 1 and 
an = O[n/2| + [n/a] +--+ + annj +1 
for all n > 2. Prove that an =n (mod 22010) for infinitely many n. 
(China TST 2014) A function f : N > N satisfies for all m,n > 1 
gcd(f(m), f(n)) < ged(m, n)?” and n < f(n) < n + 2014. 


Prove that there is a positive integer N such that f(n) =n for n > N. 
Euler’s theorem 


(Iran 2007) Let n be a positive integer such that ged(n, 2(21°8°—1)) = 1. 
Let a1,a2,.. . ,Qy(n) be a reduced residue system modulo n. Prove that 


n|al3®6 + a386 +... 4 a1388 
Let n > 1 be an integer and let r1,r2,..., T(n) be a reduced residue 
system modulo n. For which integers a is rı + a, r2 +a, ...,To(n) $a a 


reduced residue system modulo n? 
Prove that any positive integer n has a multiple whose sum of digits is n. 


For which integers n > 1 is there a polynomial f with integer coefficients 
such that f(k) =0 (mod n) or f(k) =1 (mod n) for any integer k, and 
both these congruences have solutions? 
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(Saint Petersburg 1998) Is there a nonconstant polynomial f with integer 
coefficients and an integer a > 1 such that the numbers f(a), f(a”), 
f(a), ... are pairwise relatively prime? 


a) (IMO 1971) Prove that the sequence (2” — 3)n>1 contains an infinite 
subsequence in which every two distinct terms are relatively prime. 


b) (Romania TST 1997) Let a > 1 be a positive integer. Prove the same 
result as in a) for the sequence (a”t! + a” — 1)n>1. 


(China TST 2005) Integers ao, a1,...,@n, and To, £1,..., Zn satisfy 
agxk + az% +... + anz” =0 


for all 1 < k < r, where r is a positive integer. Prove that m divides 
aox + ax? +... + anro for allr+1<m<2r+1. 


(Hong Kong 2010) Let n be an integer greater than 1 and let 1 < a < 
.. < ak < n be the totatives of n. Prove that for any integer a relatively 
prime to n we have 


-o —1 


> = [=] (mod n) 


i=1 


(Kömal) Let T1, L2,- En be integers such that ged(x1, ..., £n) = 1. Prove 
that if s; = xi + x5 +... + £h, then 


ged(s1, S9,..., Sn) | lem(1, 2, ..., n). 


(Brazil 2005) Let a and c be positive integers. Prove that for any integer 
b there is a positive integer x such that 


a° +r=b (mod c). 


(Ibero American 2012) Prove that for any integer n > 1 there exist n 
consecutive positive integers such that none of them is divisible by the 
sum of its digits. 
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Order modulo n 


(Russia 2006) Let x and y be purely periodic decimal fractions such that 
x+y and zy are purely periodic decimal fractions with period length T. 
Prove that the lengths of the periods of x and y are not greater than T. 


(Iran 2013) Let p be an odd prime and let d be a positive divisor of p—1. 
Let S be the set of integers x € {1, 2,...,p — 1} for which the order of x 
modulo p is d. Find the remainder of [ [peg z when divided by p. 


Let a, b,n be positive integers with a Æ b. Prove that 


nm _ pn 
2n | pla” +b”) and nle (E) 


Find all primes p and q such that p? + 1/20039 + 1 and q? + 1|2003? + 1. 


(MOSP 2001) Let p be a prime number and let m,n be integers greater 
than 1 such that n|m?("—) — 1. Prove that ged(m™—! — 1,n) > 1. 


a) (Pepin’s test) Let n be a positive integer and let k = 2?” +1. Prove 
that k is a prime if and only if k3 F +1. 


b) (Euler-Lagrange) Let p = —1 (mod 4) be a prime. Prove that 2p + 1 
is a prime if and only if 2p + 1|2? — 1. 


Let p > 2 be an odd prime and let a be a primitive root modulo p. Prove 
pal 
that a 7 =-—1 (mod p). 


Suppose that n > 1 is an integer for which there are primitive roots mod- 
ulo n. Prove that the set {1, 2, ..., n} contains exactly y(y(n)) primitive 
roots modulo n. 


Let p be an odd prime. Prove that p is a Fermat prime (i.e. of the form 
2” +1 with n > 1) if and only if every quadratic non-residue mod p is a 
primitive root mod p. 
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Let A(n) be the least positive integer k such that zë =1 (mod n) for all 
z relatively prime to n. Prove that 


a) If k is a positive integer such that zë = 1 (mod n) for all z relatively 
prime to n, then k is a multiple of A(n). 

b) A(mn) = Iem(A(m), A(n)) for m,n relatively prime. 

c) We have A(n) = y(n) when n = 2,4 or a power of an odd prime, and 
A(2”) = 2”72 for n > 3. 


d) For each n, the set of numbers ord (x) (over all x relatively prime to 
n) is precisely the set of positive divisors of A(n). 


Let p > 2 be a prime and let a be a primitive root mod p. Prove that 
—a is a primitive root mod p if and only if p = 1 (mod 4). 


(Unesco Competition 1995) Let m,n be integers greater than 1. Prove 
that the remainders of the numbers 1”, 2”, ..., m” modulo m are pairwise 
distinct if and only if m is square-free and n is relatively prime to y(m). 


(adapted from Tuymaada 2011) Prove that among 2500 consecutive pos- 
itive integers there is an integer n such that the length of the period of 
the decimal expansion of 4 is greater than 2011. 


Is there a positive integer which is divisible by the product P of its digits 
and such that P is a power of 7 greater than 102016? 


Let m,n be positive integers. Prove that there is a positive integer k 
such that 2* = 1999 (mod 3”) and 2* = 2009 (mod 5”). 


(Iran 2012) Let p be an odd prime. Prove that there is a positive integer 
x such that x and 4z are both primitive roots modulo p. 


(Brazil 2009) Let p,q be odd primes such that q = 2p + 1. Prove that 
there is a multiple of q whose sum of digits is 1,2 or 3. 


(Brazil 2012) Find the least positive integer n for which there is a positive 
integer k such that the last 2012 decimal digits of n* are all 1’s. 
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(Nieuw Archief voor Wiskunde) Suppose that a > ee = 1.43067... 
Prove that for any n > 1, any sequence of n digits (between 0 and 9) 
occurs as a sequence of consecutive digits in the last [an] digits of some 
power of 2. 

Find all sequences of positive integers (an)n>1 such that 

a) Mm — n | am — an for all positive integers m, n; 

b) If m,n are relatively prime, then am and an are relatively prime. 
(adapted after China TST 2012) Let n > 1 be an integer. Find all 


functions f : Z > {1,2,...,n} such that for each k € {1,2,... n — 1} 
there is j(k) € Z such that for all integers m we have 


f(m+i(lk)) = f(m+k)-— f(m) (mod n+ 1). 


Chapter 8 


Solutions to practice 
problems 


8.1 Divisibility 


1. Prove that the last n + 2 digits of 52"+"+? are the digits of 5°+?, com- 
pleted on the left with some zeros. 


Proof. This is equivalent to the congruence 
52" +n+2 = 5n+2 (mod 10**?), 


Thus it suffices to show that 52” = 1 (mod 2+”). This follows from 
theorem 2.31, i.e. from the equality 


52" —1 = 27. (5+ 1)(52 + 1)...(577 +1). o 


2. Is there a polynomial f with integer coefficients such that the congruence 
f(z) =0 (mod 6) has 2,3 as solutions, but no other solution in the set 
{0,1,..., 5}? 


Proof. The answer is negative. Indeed, suppose that f is such a polyno- 
mial, then 3f(2) — 2f(3) is a multiple of 6. 
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On the other hand f(2) = f(0) (mod 2), thus 3f(2) = 3f(0) (mod 6). 
Similarly 2f(3) = 2f(0) (mod 6), thus 3f(2) — 2f(3) = f(0) (mod ®) 
and so 6 | f(0), a contradiction. 


. (Iran 2003) Is there an infinite set S such that for all distinct elements 


a,b of S we have a? — ab + b? | a2b?? 


Proof. There is no such set S. Assuming that S exists, fix a € S and 
choose any b > a in S. Then a? — ab + b? | a?b?, but a? — ab + b? | 
a? (a? — ab + b?). Taking the difference, we deduce that 


a? — ab +b? | aèb — at 
and so 
a? — ab +b? < ab — at < ad. 
Since the left-hand side is greater than or equal to w we conclude that 


b < u, Since b > a was arbitrary in S, we conclude that S is finite, a 
contradiction. O 


. (Russia 2003) Is it possible to write a positive integer in every cell of an 


infinite chessboard in such a manner that for all integers m,n > 100, the 
sum of numbers in every m x n rectangle is divisible by m + n? 


Proof. The answer is negative: assume that we managed to write positive 
integers as in the statement of the problem and choose any integer n > 
100, as well as an arbitrary cell of the chessboard. 

Consider the (2n + 1) x (2n + 1) square centered at that cell. One can 
partition this square into four n x (n+ 1) or (n+ 1) x n rectangles 
Rj,...,R4, plus the central cell. By hypothesis the sum of the entries 
in the cells of R; is a multiple of 2n + 1 for 1 < i < 4. Also, the sum 
of the entries in the cells of the square is a multiple of 4n + 2, thus a 
multiple of 2n + 1. It follows that the number in the central cell is a 
multiple of 2n + 1. Thus the number in each cell is a multiple of 2n +1, 
and this for all n > 100. It follows that all numbers in the cells are 0, a 
contradiction. o 
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5. Prove that if k > 1 is an integer then there are infinitely many positive 
integers n such that n|k” + 1. 


Proof. If k is odd, then n = 2 is a solution, while if k is even, then 
n = k + 1 is a solution of the problem. Starting with a solution n we 
will create another one which is larger. Namely, let nı = k” + 1, which 
is certainly larger than n. Let us check whether n; is a solution, i.e. 
whether nı | k”! +1, or equivalently k” + 1 | k”! +1. This will happen 
if “4 (which is an integer) is odd. This is automatic if k is even, as then 
nı is odd. 

Things are a little bit more complicated when k is odd, as then nı = 
k” + 1 is even, so it is not a priori clear that * is odd. However, if we 
know that n is even, then k” +1 is not a multiple of 4 (as this is the case 
with any number of the form x? + 1), thus ™ is odd and we are done. 
The strategy is now clear: let no = k +1 when k is even, and no = 2 
when k is odd. Then, for j > 0, define nj+ı = k”"i +1. The previous 
discussion shows that no, 71,... are all solutions of the problem. o 


6. (Kvant M 904) For each positive integer A with decimal representation 
A = GpOn—1---40 
we set 
F(A) = an + 2an-1 +--+ OP tg + 2”ao 
and consider the sequence Ag = A, Aj = F(Ao), Ap = F(Aj),.... 
(i) Prove that there is a term A* of this sequence such that A* < 20 and 
F(A*) = A*. 
(ii) Find A* for A = 197023. 


Proof. (i) If A is an one-digit number or A = 19, then one easily checks 
that F(A) = A. We will show that for any other A, F(A) < A. From 
this it follows that the sequence Ao, Ai,... is strictly decreasing until 
the number 19 or an one digit number appears. If we denote this number 
by A* we have F(A*) = A*. 
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Suppose A has two digits and satisfies F(A) > A. Writing A = 10a + b, 
this becomes the inequality 10a +b < 2b + a or equivalently 9a < b. 
Since a in nonzero, and b is a single digit, we have 9 < 9a < b < 9, hence 
we must have equality throughout, thus a = 1 and b = 9 and A= 19. If 
A has n+ 1 digits for some n > 2, then A > 10”. Hence 


F(A) = an + 2an-1 +- + 271a + 2" a9 <9 4+2-94---42"-9 
= 92+! — 1) < 72.92 < 10" < A. 
Thus we have shown that F'(A) < A unless A is a single digit or A = 19, 
as desired. 


(ii) Note that 
2” A — F(A) = (20% — 1)an + 2(20"71 — 1Jan-1 +--+ + 2”71(20 — Lay 


is divisible by 19. So, if A is divisible by 19 then F(A) is also divisible 
by 19 and therefore all terms of the sequence are divisible by 19. Now 
if A = 197913 then all terms of the sequence are divisible by 19 and 
therefore A* = 19. O 


. Are there infinitely many 5-tuples (a, b,c,d,e) of positive integers such 


that 1<a<b<c<d<eanda|b?—1,b|c?—1,c|d*—-1,d|e?-1 
and e | a? — 1? 


Proof. The answer is positive. The easiest way to ensure that b | c? — 1, 
c|d?—1 and d | e?—1 is to take b = c—1,c=d—1 and d = e— 1. This 
reduces the problem to finding infinitely many pairs (a,b) with 1 < a < b 
and b +3 | a? — 1, a | bẹ? — 1. Simply take b = 2a — 1 with a > 1 and 
observe that a | b? — 1 and b +3 = 2(a + 1) | a? — 1 if a is odd. oO 


. (Romania JBMO TST 2003) Let A be a finite set of positive integers 


with at least three elements. Prove that there are two elements of A 
whose sum does not divide the sum of the other elements of A. 
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Proof. Let a, < ag < ... < ag be the elements of A, and assume that 
a; + aj divides 4; ja for alli # j. Then a; + a; also divides S = 
a, +ao+...+ a, for all i Æ j. In particular, there are positive integers 
xi such that S = z;(a,+a;) for 1 <i < k. Since a) < ag <... < ag_i, it 
follows that zı > 22 >... > £k—1. Moreover z; > 1 for all i, and aga; < 
S < kag, thus x; < k for all i. It follows that {2,3,...,k —1} contains at 
least k — 1 distinct positive integers x1, X2,...,2,-1, a contradiction. O 


. (Iran 2005) Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n such 


that 
nari = gntl 


Proof. We will look for n of the form 3° — 2% for some a > 1. The 
condition n | 3"+1! — 2+! is satisfied if a | n+1=3%-—27+1. We claim 
that a = 2-3* works for all k > 1. It suffices to prove that 3* | 43° — 1. 
But 


43 —1 = (4— 1)( +4 + 1)(423 eee +4 41) 
and each of the factors in the above product is a multiple of 3. O 
(Mathematical Reflections S 259) Let a,b,c,d, e be integers such that 

a(b+c) + b(c+ d)+c(d+e)+d(e+a)+e(a+b) =0. 
Prove that a + b+ c+ d + e divides að + b + č + dř + e — 5abcde. 
Proof. Let A, B,C, D, E be integers such that 
(X—a)(X—b)(X—c)(X—d)(X —e) = XŽ+AXt+BX?+CX?+DX+E 
as polynomials. Thus 
A= —(a+b+c+d+e), B=ab+ac+ad+aet...+de, ..., E = —abcde. 
Note that 


B=a(b+c)+b(c+d)+c(d+e)+d(e+a)+e(a+b) =0 
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by hypothesis. For each z € {a, b,c, d,e} we have 
a+ Azt + Cr? + Dr +E =0. 
Adding these 5 equations yields 
aŠ +0 + č + d + e — 5abcde 
+A(at+...te4)+C(a? +... +e) +Dla +... +e) =0. 


Since the last term of the sum is a multiple of A, as is A(a* + ... + e+), 
it suffices to prove that C(a? +b? + c* + d? + e?) is a multiple of A. But 


A? = (at+b+c+d+e)? = a+b? +c? +d? +e7+2B = a? +b? +c? +d? +e?, 
yielding the desired result. O 


(Kazahstan 2011) Find the smallest integer n > 1 such that there exist 
positive integers a1, a2,...,@n for which 


a?+...+a2 | (a. +...+¢,)?—-1. 


Proof. Let n be a solution of the problem and write 
(a1 +... tan)? —1=k(a? +... + a2) (1) 


for some positive integer k. We claim that a; +... + an is odd. Assume 
for contradiction that this is not the case. Since 


a? +... +a? — (a1 4+... + an) = a1 (a1 — 1) +... + an (an — 1) (2) 


is even and since a1 + ... + an is even, we deduce that a? + ... + a2 is 
even, which contradicts relation (1) (the left-hand side is odd, while the 
right-hand side is even). Thus a]+...+@n is odd and so (a1 +...+@n)*—1 
is a multiple of 8. Relation (2) combined with the fact that a1 + ... + an 
is odd shows that a? + ... + a2 is odd too. Since k(a? + ... + a2) isa 
multiple of 8 and a? + ...+ a2 is odd, we deduce that k is a multiple of 8 
and so k > 8. On the other hand, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields 


k(a?+...+a2) = (a1+...+an)?—1 < n(a?+...+a2)—1 < n(a?+...+a?). 
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We deduce that n > 8 and so the smallest solution of the problem is 
at least 9. To see that this is indeed the solution, choose a, = ag = 2, 
a3 = ... = a9 = 1. O 


(Kvant 898) Find all odd integers 0 < a < b < c < d such that 
ad=bc, a+ d=2*, b+c=2™ 


for some positive integers k and m. 


Proof. We first prove that k > m. Indeed, we have 


ad _ (b~a)(d-b) 


5 b >0. 


oF 9" Sab +d 
Next we prove that a+b = 2™-1!. To do this we write the identity 
ad = be as a(2* — a) = b(2™ — b), i.e. b? — a? = 2™(b — 2*-™a). Hence 
2™ divides (b—a)(b+ a) and since b and a are odd one of b— a and b+a 
is divisible by 2 and the other by 2”~!. But 


b+c 


= gm-1 
2 


b-a<b< 


and therefore b + a is divisible by 2”—1. 

On the other hand b+a < b+c = 2™ and we conclude that b+a = 2™—!. 
Hence b = 2”-! — a,c = 2™ — b = 2-14 a and ad = be = 22"? — Q? 
This shows that a divides 2?™—2 and therefore a = 1 since a is odd. Thus 
a = 1,6 = 27-1!_1,¢= 2-14 1,d = 2?"-2 _ 1, k = 2m — 2, where 
m > 3 is an arbitrary integer. o 


f is a polynomial with integer coefficients such that f(n) > n for 
every positive integer n. Define a sequence (£n)n>1 by zı = 1 and 
Ti+1 = f (xi). Assuming that each positive integer has a multiple among 
T1, £2, ..., prove that f(X) =X +1. 
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Proof. By hypothesis we have x;41 > 2; for all i > 1, that is, the se- 
quence (%n)n>1 is increasing. Moreover, again by hypothesis given n > 2 
we can find m such that £n — £n-1 | £m. Choose a minimal such m and 
suppose that m > n. Let us note that £j+2 — 2341 = f (£j+1) — f(x;) is 
a multiple of 7341 — z; for all j, therefore £j+1 — £j | £k+1 — Tp if k > j. 
Thus £n — Zn—1 | Lm — Lm—1 and so Tn — Ln—1 | Lm—1, contradicting the 
minimality of m. Thus m < n and so Tn — £n-1 < Ln—1. We conclude 
that f(£n-1) < 2zn-1 for all n > 2. If degf > 2, then for z large 
enough we have f(x) > 2x, which contradicts the previous inequality. 
Thus f(X) = aX +b for some integers a,b. Since f(n) > n for all n, we 
deduce that a > 1. Since atjn_1+6 < 2xn_; for all n > 1, we havea < 2. 
Thus a = 1 ora = 2. Ifa = 1, then £n = 1+ (n—1)b and by assumption 
there is n such that b | £n, which yields b = 1 and f(X) = X+1. Ifa = 2, 
an easy induction shows that £n = 2”71(1 +b) —b. By assumption there 
is n such that 1 +b | £n, which forces 1+ 6 | b and then 1 +b | 1. This 
can only happen if 1 +b = 1, i.e. b = 0 and hence zn = 21. But then 
trivially 3 does not divide any term of the sequence, a contradiction. O 


(Iran 2013) Suppose that a,b are two odd positive integers such that 
2ab +1 |a? +b? +1. Prove that a = b. 


Proof. Arguing as usual by infinite descent, we consider a pair (a,b) 
satisfying the hypothesis of the problem and failing to satisfy the con- 
clusion, such that a+ b has the smallest possible value. We may assume 
that a > b. Write 

a? +b? +1 = c(2ab+ 1) 


and note that c Æ 1, since a Æ b. Consider the other solution 


2 1- 
Pen eer ie i ee 


of the equation 
x? —2ber +b? +1-—c=0. 


Note that a’ = 2bc — a is odd and a’ Æ b (since c # 1 and (a’)? +b? +1 = 
c(2a'b + 1)). Also, note that a’ > 0, since otherwise a’ < —1 and so 
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b? +1-— c< —a, thus 


a? +b? +1 2a? +b? 


ee L A < b2 
2ab+ 1 2ab Saty, 


P+atl<c= 
a contradiction. By minimality of (a,b), we obtain a’ > a. This is 
however impossible, since (recall that c > 1) 


The result follows. Oo 


(Kvant) Prove that n? + 1 divides n! for infinitely many positive inte- 
gers n. 


Proof. We start by choosing n so that n? + 1 admits a nontrivial factor- 
ization. For instance, choosing n = 2k? yields 


n? +1 = 4k*41 = (2k?)? +4k? +1- (2k)? = (2k? — 2k +1)(2k?+2k +1). 


Note that 2k? — 2k +1 <n for k > 0. The problem is that 2k? +2k +1 
is not less than n, so we still have to work a little bit. Namely, we will 
choose k such that 2k? + 2k + 1 is a multiple of 5, for instance choose 
k = 5t + 1, then 


2k? +2k +1 = 5(10¢? + 6t + 1). 


Thus 
n? +1 = 5(10t? + 6t + 1)(2k? — 2k + 1) 


and the numbers 5, 10t? + 6t + 1, 2k? — 2k + 1 are pairwise distinct and 
less than n for t > 1. Thus their product divides n!. Oo 


Remark 8.1. Problem 11358 in AMM generalizes the previous result as 
follows: for any d > 1 there are infinitely many positive integers n such 
that dn? +1 | n!. We leave it to the reader to check that for each k > 2 
the number 

nm, = dk?(d +1) +k(d+1)+1 
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satisfies 
dn? +1 = (dk?(d + 1)? + 1)(d + 1)(d?k?(d + 1) + 2dk +1) 
and to deduce that dn? +1|n,! for all k > 1. 


(Vietnam 2001) Let (an)n>ı be an increasing sequence of positive inte- 
gers such that an+1 — an < 2001 for all n. Prove that there are infinitely 
many pairs (i, j) with i < j such that a;|a;. 


Proof. Replace 2001 by an arbitrary positive integer k and image the 
following infinite matrix with k columns: the first row consists of the 
numbers a; + 1,a1 + 2, ... a1 +k. If the jth row is z + 1,x +2,... £+ k, 
then the j + 1th row is N+2+1,N+4+2+4+2,...,.N+2+k, where 


N = (x + 1)(x + 2)...(x + k) 


is the product of the numbers on the jth row. Clearly if a < b are on the 
same column then a | b. By assumption, among k consecutive positive 
integers greater than a, there is at least one term of the sequence, so 
each row of this matrix contains at least one term of the sequence. On 
the other hand, if we choose any k + 1 consecutive rows of the matrix, 
there will be at least two terms of the sequence in the same column 
(as there are at least k + 1 terms of the sequence in the corresponding 
sub-matrix, and only k columns). These two terms are distinct and one 
of them divides the other one. Since the k + 1 consecutive lines were 
arbitrary, it is clear that this procedure generates infinitely many pairs 
of distinct terms of the sequence in which one divides the other. O 


(Tournament of the Towns) Define a sequence (an)n>0 by ao = 9 and 
an+1 = af (3an + 4) for n > 0. Prove that an + 1 is a multiple of 10?” 
for all n. 


Proof. We prove this by induction, the case n = 0 being clear. Assume 
now that an +1 = k - 10?” for some integer k. A brutal expansion shows 
that 

aè = (k - 10?” —1)? =3k-107”—1 (mod 10?” ). 
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Therefore 


n+ oe 


An41 = (3k-102" —1)(3k-102" +1) = 9k?-10 =-1 (mod 10%"), 


as needed. 
We remark that the identity 


a°(3x + 4) +1 = (z +1)7(32? — 22 +1), 


which can be checked by a direct inspection of both sides, shows that 
(an + 1)? divides an41 +1, yielding also the result immediately. Oo 


Find the largest integer k which divides 8"+1 — 7n — 8 for all positive 
integers n. 


Proof. Taking n = 1, we obtain k | 49 and so k < 49. We will prove 


that 49 | 8°t! — 7n — 8 for all n, which will show that the answer of the 
problem is 49. Using the binomial formula, we have 


ertt = (1+7 =1+7(n+1)+ (iere 
=1+7(n+1)=7n+8 (mod 49), 
as desired. oO 


Let a,b be distinct integers and let n be a positive integer. Prove that 
(a — b)? | a” — b” if and only if a — b | nb"-! 


Proof. Write a — b = k, then (a — b)? | a” — b” if and only if k? | 
(k +b)” — b”. Using the binomial formula, we obtain 


(k--b)*—b" = k? + R k°=1b+...+ (, 7 ,) kb”! = nkb”! (mod k?). 


Thus k? | (k +b)” — b” if and only if k? | nkb”—1, or equivalently (since 
k £0) k | nb"-2, o 
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20. (BAMO 2012) Let n be a positive integer such that 81 divides both n 


21. 


and the number obtained by reversing the order of the digits of n. Prove 
that 81 also divides the sum of digits of n. 


Proof. The binomial formula yields 10* = (1+9)* = 1+9k (mod 81) for 
all k > 0. Writing n = ag + 10a; +... + 10*a, for the decimal expansion 
of n, we obtain 


k k k 
n= X ai(1 + 91) = Sai +9% ia; (mod 81). 


Let n’ = ak + 10ax_1 +... + 10*ap be the number obtained by reversing 
the order of the digits of n. Then similarly 


Since n and n’ are multiples of 81, so is n +n’, and using the previous 
congruences we deduce that 


k k 
2X ai +9kS > ai = (9k + 2)S 


1=0 1=0 


is a multiple of 81, where S is the sum of digits of n. Thus 81 | (9k+2)S 
and it is an easy exercise left to the reader to deduce that S is a multiple 
of 9 (since 2S is a multiple of 9) and then that 81 | S. oO 


Prove that for all n > 1 the number Crn)! is an integer multiple of 
(n +1). 


Proof. We have 


(2n)! (3n)! 1 (2n\\* [3n 
(n+1)}n!5 \n+1\n An 


andn+1| e) by example 2.54, yielding the desired result. O 
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Find all integers a such that n? divides (n + a)” — a for all positive 
integers n. 


Proof. The binomial formula shows that 
(n+a)"—a=a"—a (mod n?). 


Thus we must find a such that n? divides a” — a for all n > 1. Clearly 
a = 0 and a = 1 are solutions, while a = —1 is not (choose n = 2). 
Assume that k = |a| > 1 and choose n = k, so that k? | a* — a. However 
k? | aF (since k > 1), thus we must have k? | a and then k? | k. This 
is however impossible for k > 1. Therefore the solutions of the problem 
area=Oanda=1. o 


(P. Erdös) Prove that every positive integer is a sum of one or more 
numbers of the form 2” - 3°, where r and s are nonnegative integers and 
no summand divides another. 


Proof. We proceed by induction, with base case 1 = 203°. Suppose all 
integers less than n — 1 can be represented. If n is even, then we can 
take a representation of n/2 and multiply each term by 2 to obtain a 
representation of n. If n is odd, take m so that 3” < n < 3™+1, If 
3™ = n, we are done. Otherwise, choose a representation (n — 3™)/2 = 
sı +... + sk in the desired form. Then n = 3™ + 25, + ... + 2Sk, 
and clearly none of the 2s; divide each other or 3™. Moreover, since 
2s; < n—3™ < 37+! _ 3M, we have s; < 3™, so 3™ cannot divide 
2s; either. Thus n has a representation of the desired form in all cases, 
completing the induction. Finally, note that the representations need 
not be unique: for instance, 11 = 2 + 3? = 3 + 28. o 


(Kvant M 2274)) Let k > 2 be an integer. Find all positive integers n 
such that 2* divides 1” + 2” +--+ (2% — 1)”. 
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Proof. We will prove that the solutions of the problem are the odd num- 
bers n > 3. Suppose first that n is odd, then 


1" +27 4...4(2* —1)" 
= (Pedy) ee rd) eae) 
and each term in the sum except for the last one is a multiple of 2* 
(recall that a” + b” is divisible by a+ b for all integers a,b). Thus the 


sum is a multiple of 2" if and only if (2*-1)” is a multiple of 2%, which 
happens if and only if n > 3. 


Now let n be even. We shall prove by induction on k that 
Sk = 17 +27 +... + (2® — 1)” 
is not divisible by 2". This is true for k = 2 since 
Sn2=1%+2"+3" =2 (mod 4) 
when n is even. Suppose that 2* does not divide Sn p- Since 
a” = (Oe) (mod 2°") 
for all integers a, it follows that 
Sati = 21” +2 + -o H (2® —1)") +2"" =25,, (mod 25+), 


which proves that Sn +1 is not divisible by 2*+1. o 


Let k be an integer greater than 1 and let a1, ..., an be integers such that 
a, + Zaz + 3'ag + ... + nan = 0 


for all i = 1,2, ...,k — 1. Prove that a; + 2*az+...+ ntan is divisible by 
k!. 
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Proof. If bo, bı, ...,bķ—1 are integers, then 
bo(a1 + 2a2 +... + Nan) + bı(aı + 27a, Faak nan) ess 


+bp_-1(a1 + ok-la, +... + ntan) =0. 


We can rearrange this as 
aı(bo +b, +... + bk—1) + a2(2bo + 22b; +... + 2k-1b, 1) +... 


+an(nby +... +n*-1b,) = 0. 


It follows that for any polynomial P(X) = boX +b) X? +... + bp-1 X47! 
with integer coefficients, degree not exceeding k — 1, and constant term 
0 we have 

a,P(1) + agP(2) +... + anP(n) = 0. 
The polynomial P(X) = X* — X(X — 1)...(X — k + 1) satisfies all 
previous conditions, and the previous relation can be written 


n n 2 
a, +2¥agt+...+n*an = X ajili — 1)... (i—k+1) -aya (4). 
i i=1 


i=1 


The right-hand side being a multiple of k!, we are done. O 


Prove that for any integer k > 3 there are k pairwise distinct positive 
integers such that their sum is divisible by each of the given numbers. 


Proof. It suffices to prove the existence of pairwise distinct positive in- 
tegers @1, a2, ..., @k such that 


1 1 1 
—+—4..4+—=1, 
at a2 Qk 
as then setting 
a 1aQ..-Ak Q1QQ...Ak Q142...Ak 
b= dk = = 


ay a2 ak 
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yields the desired result. Let us now prove by induction the existence of 
@1,...,@%. For k = 3 choose a; = 2,a2 = 3 and a3 = 6. Assuming that 
Q1,...,@,% are pairwise distinct positive integers whose sum of inverses 


is 1, and a, = max(qj,...,a,%), the numbers aj, @e,..., @x—1, Gk + 1, 
ax(axz + 1) are pairwise distinct positive integers and the sum of their 
inverses is 1. O 


(Kvant) Prove that for any integer n > 1 there exist n pairwise distinct 
positive integers such that for any two a,b among them the number a+b 
is divisible by a — b. 


Proof. We prove this by induction on n. For n = 2 consider the numbers 
1,2. Assume that the result holds for n, thus there are integers 1 < a, < 
a2 < ... < an such that a; +a; is divisible by a; — a; for all i # j. Define 


bo = @1Q2...An, - Il (a; — ai) 
1<i<j<n 


and b; = a; + bo for 1 < i < n. We will prove that bo, b1,..., bn satisfy 
the desired properties. For all 1 < i < n we have b; — bo = a; | bi + bo 
since a; divides bp. Next, for 1 <i < j < n we have 


bj — bi = aj — a; | ai + aj + 2bọ = bi + bj, 
since a; — a; divides a; +a; and a; —a; divides bọ. The result follows. O 
j j j 


(Romania TST 1987) Let a,b,c be integers such that a + b + c divides 
a? +b? +c. Prove that a+ b+ c divides a” +b” +c” for infinitely many 
positive integers n. 


Proof. Since (a+ b+ c)? = a? +b? +c? + 2(ab + bc + ca), it follows that 
a +b + c divides 2(ab + be + ca). Next, 


(a? +0? +e) = at tb H ct H a HE + ea?) 
and 


2(a?b? + b2 + ca”) = 2(ab + be + ca) (ab + be + ca) — 4abe(a +b +c) 
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is a multiple of a +b + c. Thus a + b + c divides 2(a?b? + b?c? + a?) 
and also a* + bt + c*. We will prove by induction on n that a +b + c 
divides a?” + b?” + c?” and 2((ab)?” + (be)?” + (ca)?”) for n > 1. This 
has already been established for n = 1, so assume that it holds for n and 
let us prove it for n+ 1. The proof is exactly as above, based on the 
identities 

E e ae = a2” 4B 4 2")? — 2((ab)?” + (bc)?” Ear 
and a z e 

(ab) + (be)? ™ + (ca)? 
= ((ab)?” + (bc)?” + (ca)?”)? — 2(abe)?” (a2" +b” +2). 


We also present an alternate solution suggested by Richard Stong. Let 
S =a+b+c. Note that since (a+b+c)? = a? +b? +c? +2(ab+bc+ca), 
it follows that S | 2(ab+ be + ca). Let P, = a” +b” + c”. Since a,b,c 
are the three roots of 


(X —a)(X —b)(X —c) = X? — SX? + (ab + be + ca) X — abc, 
we see that 
Pni3 = SPrn42 — (ab + be + ca)Pr41 + abcPh. 
Note that by the hypotheses of the problem S divides P,; and Pz. We 
want to show S divides P, for infinitely many n. 


Now we consider two cases. If S is odd, then S | ab + be + ca. Hence 
it follows from the recursion above that if S divides P,, then S also 
divides P,i3. Hence by a trivial induction S divides P3,4; and P3,42 
for all k > 0. If S is even, then P, is even for all n, hence S always 
divides (ab+ bc+ca)Pn4ii. We again conclude that if S divides Pp, then 
S divides Pa+3 and hence S divides P3,41 and P3,42 forallk>0. O 


(Russia 1995) Let a; be an integer greater than 1. Prove that there is 
an increasing sequence of positive integers a1 < az < ... such that 
aı + a2 + ... + ak | a? +... ae 


for all k > 1. 
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Proof. We will construct such a sequence inductively. Assume that 
Q1,.--,@k—-1 have already been constructed and let us try to construct 
ay. To simplify notations, let 


BH=ajyt+..+Gp-1, Y= a? Haat až- 


We want to ensure that ap +< | a? +y. Since ap +£ | a? — 27, it suffices 
to ensure that 


ap +a | (ak +y) - (a-r) =r +y 
and the easiest way to realize this is to take 
ak =z? +y—a2=a2(2—-1)+y. 


Since aķ—ı > 1 and x > ag_1, Y > af 4; it is clear that a, > az_1. By 
construction, we have a; + a2 +... + ax | a? +... + az and the result 
follows. O 


Let n be a positive integer. Prove that 


a) All multiples of 10” — 1 which do not exceed 10”(10” — 1) have sum 
of digits 9n. 


b) The sum of digits of any multiple of 10” — 1 is at least 9n. 


Proof. a) Consider a multiple N = (10” — 1)k of 10” — 1 that does not 
exceed 10"(10” — 1), thus k < 10”. Deleting the last zeros of k does not 
change the sum of digits of N, so we may assume that k is not a multiple 
of 10. In particular, k < 10” and so we can find digits ag, ...,ajn—1 such 
that k = ao +... + @n_110"~! and ap Æ 0 (we do not impose an_1 # 0). 
Now the subtraction algorithm or a direct algebraic manipulation show 
that 


N = (10” — 1)k = ay_}...a900...0 — ūn—1..-40 
= An—1.-.A1 (a0 = 1)(9 = An—1).--(9 = a1)(10 = ao). 


The sum of digits of the last number is clearly 9n. 
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b) Let s(x) be the sum of digits of x. We will prove by strong induction 
on k that s((10" — 1)k) > 9n for all k > 1. For k < 10” this has already 
been seen in a). Assume that k > 1 and s((10"—1)j) > 9nforl<j<k 
and write (10” — 1)k in base 10” as 


(10? — 1)k = bo +b, - 10" +... + ba - (10")? 


for some b; € {0,1,...,10" — 1} with ba # 0. Since 10” — 1 divides 
10°” — 1 for all s > 1, the previous equality shows that 10” — 1 divides 
bo-+bi+...+bg. Note that bo+...+bg < bo +10"b,+...+10"4bg unless d = 0, 
but then k = 1, contradiction. So we can write b9+bi+...+b¢ = j(10"—1) 
for some 1 < j < k. Now, since b; < 10”, we obtain 


s(k(10” — 1)) = s(bp) + s(b1) +... + (bg) > s(bo +... + ba) 


and by the inductive hypothesis the last quantity is greater than or equal 
to 9n. The result follows. o 


Remark 8.2. We have freely used the inequality 
s(a +b) < s(a) + s(b) 
in the previous solution. We invite the reader to supply a proof. 


(USAMO 1998) Prove that for each n > 2 there is a set S of n integers 
such that (a — b)? divides ab for every distinct a,b € S. 


Proof. We will construct such a set, consisting of nonzero integers, by 
induction. Take for n = 2 the set {1,2}. Assume that such a set S = 
{a1, ... an} has been constructed. The new set T will be taken of the 
form 

T = {a1 +k,...,an + k} U {k} 


for a suitable integer k. 

We need (a; — aj)? | (a; + k)(aj + k) and a? | k(a; + k) for all i # j 
between 1 and n. The divisibility a? | k(a; + k) certainly holds if we 
impose a? | k for all i (even a; | k would suffice). On the other hand, 


486 


32. 


33. 


Chapter 8. Solutions to practice problems 


since (a; — aj)? | ajaj, the divisibility (a; — aj)? | (a; +k) (a; + k) holds if 
we impose (a; — aj)? | k for all i Æ j. Thus it suffices to take any nonzero 
integer k which is a multiple of []?1 a? - Mi<icj<n(ai — aj)’. Oo 


(Romania JBMO TST 2004) Let A be a set of positive integers such that 
a) if a € A, then all positive divisors of a are also in A; 
b) if a,b € A satisfy 1 < a < b, then 1 +ab € A. 


Prove that if A has at least 3 elements, then A is the set of all positive 
integers. 


Proof. We start by proving that A contains 1,2,3,4,5. It is clear that 
1 € A. If 2 ¢ A, then by a) all elements of A are odd. Since A has at 
least three elements, we can choose a,b € A with 1 < a < b. By b), 
1+ abe A, but 1+ ab is clearly even, a contradiction. Hence 2 € A. 


Next, we prove that A contains a multiple of 4, and hence 4 € A. Choose 
any a > 2 in A (possible, since |A| > 3). Then applying successively 
property b) we obtain 1+ 2a € A, then 1+ 2(1 + 2a) = 3 + 4a € A and 
finally b = 1 + (1 + 2a)(3 + 4a) € A. Note that b > 2 is even. Applying 
the same argument, c = 1 + (1+ 2b)(3 + 4b) € A, but this last number is 
a multiple of 4, hence we are done. It also follows that 1 +2-4 = 9 € A, 
hence 3 € A, then 1+2-3=7€A,1+2-7=15 € Aand 5€ A. Also, 
1 +5-7 = 36 € A, hence 6 € A. 


It is now time to conclude: we will prove by strong induction on n that 
n € A. By the previous work, we may assume that n > 7 and that 
1,2,...,n— 1 € A. Ifnis odd, say n = 2k + 1 for some k > 2, then n € A 
by property b), since 2, k € A. So assume that n = 2k is even, with k > 
3. Again, since k, k — 1 € A are greater than 2, we have 1+ 2k € A and 
1+2(k—1) = 2k—1 € A. But then 1+ (2k—1)(2k+1) = 4k? € A, hence 
n = 2k € A. The inductive step is proved and the result follows. O 


(USAMO 2002) Let a,b be integers greater than 2. Prove that there 
exists a positive integer k and a finite sequence n1,n2,...,n% of positive 
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integers such that nı = a, ng = b, and n;ni+ı is divisible by ni + Nni+ı 
for each i (1< i< k). 


Proof. If a,b are positive integers, say that they are linked if there is a 
positive integer k and a finite sequence nj, 72,...,nz of positive integers 
such that nı = a, ng = b, and nynji+1 is divisible by n; + nj41 for each i 
(1 <i<k). It is clear that if a is linked to b and b is linked to c, then 
a is linked to c. Next, if a > 1 is odd, then a is linked to a+ 1, since 
we can use the sequence a,a” — a,a? +a,a +1. Also, if a > 2 is even, 
write a = 2k and use the sequence a, 2k? — 2k, 2k? + 2k,2k+2=a+2 
to link a and a+ 2. We deduce that all even numbers are linked, and 
since any odd a is linked to the even number a + 1, it follows that all 
numbers greater than 2 are linked. O 


Remark 8.3. We suggest the reader to try to solve the following very 
similar problem (proposed in an Iranian Mathematical Olympiad in 
2006): let m,n be integers greater than 2. Prove that there is a se- 
quence ao,...,a% of integers greater than 1 such that ag = m, ak = n and 
ai + ai41 | Qiai+1 + 1 for all 0 < i < k. 


Is it true that for any integer k > 1 we can find an integer n > 1 such 
that k divides each of the numbers (7), (3) (n21)? 

Proof. The answer is negative. We will show that for k = 4 there is no 
such n. Assume by contradiction that 4 divides each of the numbers (7), 
(5) a9 (ny): Then 4 also divides their sum, which is 2” — 2. This can 
only happen if n = 1 (as if n > 1 the number 2” is a multiple of 4), 


however in this case (7) = 1 is not a multiple of 4. oO 


(Catalan) Prove that m!n!(m + n)! divides (2m)!(2n)! for all positive 
integers m,n. 


Proof. Let 
(2m)!(2n)! 
mini(m +n)! 


f(m,n) = 
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We will prove by induction on m the following statement: for all n > 1 
we have f(m,n) € Z. The case m = 1 follows directly from exercise 
2.54. Assume now that the result holds for m and let us prove it for 
m+1. Fix n > 1. Then direct computations yield 


_ _ (2m)!(2n — 2)! 
fmm 2) = a Nima 
n(m+n) _ mEn 
= f(m,n) an(@n—1) > f(m,n) ee 
and 
f(m+1,n—-1) (2m + 2)!(2n — 2)! 


~ (m+ Ii(n—Di(m+n)! 
(2m+1)\(2m+2)n 2m+1 


= OS Qn(2n—1)(m+1) 2n-1 


We deduce that 


f(m,n). 


f(m+1,n—-1) = 4f(m,n — 1) — f(m,n). 


The right-hand side is an integer by the inductive hypothesis. Thus 
f(m+1,n — 1) is an integer for all n > 1, which proves the inductive 
step and finishes the solution. o 


Remark 8.4. The previous solution is not natural and not easy to come 
up with, but with the tools we have developed so far it is not easy 
to find a natural solution for the previous problem. Once the theory 
of prime numbers and p-adic valuations is established (and this will 
occupy us quite some time in the book!), this problem will become a 
straightforward exercise. 


Let z1 < £2 < ... < Tn—1 be consecutive positive integers such that 
Tp | k(j,) for all 1 < k < n— 1. Prove that zı equals 1 or 2. 


Proof. Let x = x; — 1 and assume that x > 1, i.e. that the conclusion 
fails. Note that z; = x +i for 1 < i < n— 1. The key ingredient is the 
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following identity 


n! Soh, 


(z+1)...(£+n) 72 


Let us take this for granted for a moment and see how to conclude. By 
assumption all terms but the last one in the above sum are integers. We 


deduce that 
n! n 


aE (z+ D. (x +n) i a peer 


is an integer. However, since x > 2 we have 


ee ee ag 
2-...:(n+1) ntl ” 

thus a = 0. This already shows that n is odd, and also that 
(e+1)...(¢+n-1)=(n-JI)!. 


This is clearly impossible, since the left-hand side is greater than (n—1)!. 
Thus the problem is solved, once the identity is proved. 


Let us prove now the identity. Multiplying by (x + 1)... (x +n), we are 
reduced to proving the identity 


e+9)...(¢+m(] (e+ N(e+3)...(e-+n)a(9) coe 
Hara") eb). +n) =n. 


The difference f(x) between the left-hand side and the right-hand side 
is a polynomial of degree at most n—1 in x, and one immediately checks 


that f(—1) = f(-2) =... = f(—n) = 0 (note that the complicated 
sum in the left-hand side has only one nonzero term when z is one of 
the numbers —1,—2,...,—n). Therefore the polynomial f is the zero 


polynomial, which finishes the proof of the identity. o 
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Prove that for any n > 1 there are 2n — 2 positive integers such that the 
average of any n of them is not an integer. 


Proof. Choose arbitrary positive integers aj, ...,@n—1 which are divisible 
by n and arbitrary positive integers b1, ...,bn—-1 congruent to 1 modulo 
n. It is clear that the numbers aj, ..., @n—1, b1, ..., bn—-1 have the property 
that the average of any n of them is not an integer, since the sum of 
the n numbers gives a remainder between 1 and n — 1 when divided by 
n. O 


Let n be a positive integer. Find the remainder of 32” when divided by 
2+3, 


Proof. We have 


gn-1 


3?” —1 = (3—1)(3+1)(32+1)...(32” +1) = 8(37+1)(34+1)...(32” +1). 
Each of the numbers 32 + 1,34 +1,...,32" +1 is even and not divisible 
by 4, thus their product is of the form 2"-1(2k + 1) for some k > 0. 
Then 

3?” — 1 = 2742 (2k +1) = Ptk + 20+? 


and so the required remainder is 2”+? + 1. o 


(Saint Petersburg 1996) Let P be a polynomial with integer coefficients, 
of degree greater than 1. Prove that there is an infinite arithmetic pro- 
gression none of whose terms belongs to {P(n)| n € Z}. 


Proof. Since deg P > 1, the polynomial P(X +1)— P(X) is not constant, 
thus we can find x > 1 such that the number d = |P(z + 1) — P(2)| 
satisfies d > 1. Since P(x) and P(x + 1) give the same remainder when 
divided by d, there is r between 0 and d—1 such that none of the numbers 
P(x), P(x +1),...,P(a+d-—1) gives remainder r when divided by d. If 
m is any integer, we can find y € {z,2+1,...,2-+d—1} such that m = y 
(mod d). Then P(m) = P(y) (mod d) and so the remainder of P(m) 
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when divided by d is not r. It follows that {P(n)| n € Z} has empty 
intersection with the infinite arithmetic progression r + dZ consisting of 
numbers congruent to r modulo d. O 


(Baltic Way 2011) Determine all positive integers d such that whenever 
d divides a positive integer n, d also divides any integer obtained by 
rearranging the digits of n. 


Proof. Let d be a solution of the problem. Choose a large integer N 
such that 10% >n. Among the consecutive integers 


10" 95 108108 4.210" 213... 10" 7 +2.10 440" a4 


there is a multiple of n. Such a number is of the form 12a}...a, for 
some digits a1, ...,@,. By assumption d divides any number obtained by 
permuting the digits of 12a1...an, in particular it divides a1...an21 and 
Q1...@n12. Therefore d also divides the difference of these two numbers, 
which is 9. It follows that d = 1,3 or 9. Conversely, any divisor d of 9 
is a solution of the problem. Indeed, assume that d | n and that n’ is 
obtained from n by permuting its digits. Then n’ and n have the same 
sum of digits, say k. Since n = k (mod 9) and n’ = k (mod 9), we 
have n = n’ (mod 9) and so n = n’ (mod d), yielding d | n’. Thus the 
solutions of the problem are 1, 3, 9. Oo 


(Russia) A convex polygon on the coordinate plane contains at least 
m? + 1 points with integer coordinates in its interior. Show that some 
m + 1 of these points lie on a line. 


Proof. For each point P with integer coefficients inside the polygon, 
consider the pair of remainders obtained by dividing the coordinates of 
P by m. We have at least m? + 1 pairs associated to the points with 
integer coordinates inside the polygon. On the other hand, since there 
are m remainders mod m, there are m? pairs of remainders mod m. Thus 
we can find two points P with coordinates a,b and Q with coordinates 
c,d such that a = c (mod m) and b = d (mod m). Then the points A; 
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with coordinates c + Ela —c) and d + E(b —d), for 0 < k < m, are 
on the segment with endpoints P,Q, have integer coordinates and are 
inside the polygon (since the polygon is convex). o 


(IMO 2001) Let n > 1 be an odd integer and let c1, co, . . . , Cn be integers. 
For each permutation a = a1,42,...,an of 1,2,...,n, define 


S(a) = cya, + C202 +... + Cn Qn. 


Prove that there are permutations a # b of 1,2,...,n such that n! | 
S(a) — S(b). 
Proof. Suppose that for all permutations a and b of 1,2,..., the num- 


ber n! does not divide S(a)—S(b). Since there are n! remainders modulo 
n! as well as n! permutations of 1, 2, ..., n, it follows that the remainders 
of the numbers S(a) (over all permutations a) when divided by n! are 
0,1,...,n! — 1 in some order, thus 


n!( 


2, 5(@) =14+2+..4(n!-l= mint) (mod n!). 


On the other hand, 


> S(a) = aes = D 2a 
a j= a 


a j=1 


For each k € {1,2,...,n} there are precisely (n — 1)! permutations a for 
which a; = k, thus 


Ya; Š S asike (n—a) 4D =n 2H =0 (mod nl), 
a k=1 


the last congruence uses the hypothesis that n is odd. Combining these 
congruences, we deduce that n! divides nin) which is clearly absurd, 
since n! — 1 is odd. Hence our assumption was wrong and the result 


follows. Oo 
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Let n,k > 1 be integers. Consider a set A of k integers. For each 
nonempty subset B of A, compute the remainder of the sum of elements 
of B when divided by n. Assume that 0 does not appear among these 
remainders. Prove that there are at least k distinct remainders obtained 
in this way. Moreover, if there are only k such remainders, then all 
elements of A give the same remainder when divided by n. 


Proof. Let a1, ...,ap be the elements of A. We claim that a1, a1 + a2, ..., 
a ,+...+a,% give pairwise distinct remainders when divided by n, which is 
enough to conclude for the first part of the problem. Indeed, if a1+...+a; 
and a; +... + aj give the same remainder for some 1 <i < j < k, then 
aj41 +... + aj is a multiple of n, contradicting the hypothesis. 


Assume now that there are exactly k remainders, which must be the 
remainders of a1,a] + a2, ...,@1 +... + ak. Assume that a; and az give 
different remainders when divided by n. Thus there is į > 2 such that 


a2 =a, +ag+...+a; (mod n), 


meaning that a; + a3 +... + a; is a multiple of n, a contradiction. Thus 
a1 = a2 (mod n). But since the order of a1, ..., ap is not relevant in the 
previous argument, we deduce that any two a,’s are congruent mod n, 
and the problem is solved. o 


(IMO 2005) A sequence aj, a2, ... of integers has the following properties: 
a) Q1,42,...,4n, is a complete residue system modulo n for all n > 1. 


b) there are infinitely many positive and infinitely many negative terms 
in the sequence. 


Prove that each integer appears exactly once in this sequence. 


Proof. It is clear that each integer appears at most once, for if am = an 
for some m < n, then aj,...,@, cannot be a complete residue system 
modulo n. Hence it remains to prove that each integer k actually appears 
in the sequence. By considering the sequence a; — k, a2 — k,... (which 
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satisfies the same properties as the original sequence), we reduce to the 
case k = 0. 


Assume now that a, is nonzero for all n. Replacing a, by —an for 
all n, properties a) and b) are still satisfied, so we may assume that 
a, > 0. Let n be the smallest positive integer for which a, < 0 and 
let i € {1,...,.n — 1} be such that a; = max(aj,...,@n—1). Note that 
a; > n—1, since a1, ..., @n_1 are pairwise distinct positive integers. Hence 
N = 4; —4n > n. Since a; = an (mod N), it follows that a1,..., an 
cannot be a complete residue system modulo N, a contradiction. Hence 
an = 0 for some n and, as explained in the first paragraph, we are done. 


Here is an alternate solution, due to Richard Stong. We will prove by 
induction on n that any sequence aj, a2,... satisfying condition (a) has 
the property that for all n the numbers aj,...,@,, are consecutive inte- 
gers in some order. Then from condition (b) the requested conclusion is 
almost immediate: by (b), the sequence contains arbitrarily large magni- 
tude positive and negative integers, and since it has blocks of consecutive 
integers it must contain every integer in between. 


For the inductive proof, the base case n = 1 is trivial. For the inductive 
step, suppose @1,...,@n, are consecutive. That is, they are the numbers 
Qi ai + 1,...aj +n—1 = a; for some 1 < i,j < n. Clearly, an+ı 
cannot be a repeat of one of these n numbers, otherwise a1,...@n41 
would not be a complete residue system mod n+ 1. If an4i > aj +n, 
then let N = an41 — a; > n+ 1. Since an41 = a; (mod N), we see that 
a1,...,@n is not a complete residue system modulo N, a contradiction. 
Similarly, if an41 < a; — 1, then we let N = aj — an+ı > n+1 and 
Qn41 = a; (mod N) gives a contradiction. Thus an41 must be either 
a;,—1 or a;+n=aj;+1. In either case we see that a1,...,@n41 are n+1 
consecutive integers. O 


For a positive integer n, consider the set 
S = {0,1,1 +2,1 +2+3,...,1+2+3+...+(n-1)} 


Prove S is a complete residue system modulo n if and only if n is a power 
of 2. 
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Proof. First, assume that n is a power of 2, say n = 2k. We need to 
prove that if 0 < i < j < n — 1 satisfy ier) = ior) (mod n), then 
i = j. Note that 


(+1) JGD @-f7 +i-j GEIEN) 
2 a = 2 E 2 ` 


So, assume that 2*+! divides (i— j)(i+j +1). One of the numbers i — j 
and i+j+1 is odd, hence 2*+! divides either j—i or i+j+1. Since both 
these numbers have absolute value less than 2*+1, this is only possible 
when one of them is 0, that is i = 7. 


Next, assume that n is not a power of 2 and write n = 2km with k > 0 
and m > 1 odd. Choose an integer j € {0,1,...,m — 1} such that 
m | 2j +1+4 2+! (this is possible since m is odd) and set i = j + 25+}, 
Then i € {0,1,...,.n—1}, n does not divide i— j = 2**! and yet n divides 


ii +1) 5G+1)_ @-J)G+5 +1) 
2 2 2 i 


since 2* divides SS and m divides 1+ j +1 by construction. Thus S is 
not a complete residue system modulo n, a contradiction. O 


(Argentina 2008) 101 positive integers are written on a line. Prove that 
we can write signs +, signs x and parentheses between them, without 
changing the order of the numbers, in such a way that the resulting 
expression makes sense and the result is divisible by 16!. 


Proof. By example 2.89 for any integers aj, ...,@m we can find i < j such 
that m divides aj41 +... + aj. In particular 


m | (a1 +... + ai) x (@i41 +... +45) x (aj+1 +... Gm). 


We deduce that if a,b are positive integers and m = ab, n = a + b, then 
for any sequence of n integers we can insert parentheses and signs +, x 
around the first a terms to make the result divisible by a, and around the 
last b terms to make the result divisible by b, and finally enclose these 
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two within parentheses and add a multiplication operation to make the 
result divisible by m. The result follows by observing that 


m = 16! = 2) x 36 x 53 x 72 x 11 x 13 


and 
30 +18 +15+14+ 11 +13 = 101. o 


(adapted from Kvant M33) Consider the remainders of 2” when divided 
by 1,2,...,n. Prove that their sum exceeds cnlogn for some constant 
c > 0 (independent of n > 1). 


Proof. If k > 1 is odd, then the remainder of 2” when divided by 2*k 
is divisible by 2* and nonzero, hence it must be at least 2%. Let 2; be 
the number of positive integers of the form 2‘(2k + 1) with k > 1 and 
2*(2k +1) <n. Then clearly 


_ |n-2 n—3-2! 
i= |-ora | =o 


for all i. If N is chosen such that 3.20 < n < 3-2N+!, the previous 
observations show that 


z N n—=3.2 
D(z (mod k)) > zo + 2n1 +... +2"eN > —— 


n 3 
=(N+1)5- ae -1). 


Using the inequalities 3-20 < n < 3-2N+1_ it is easy to see that the last 
expression exceeds $(log.(n) — 4), which yields the desired result. [O 


8.2 GCD and LCM 


Li 


Prove that for all positive integers a,b,c we have 


gcd(a, bc) | gcd(a, b) - gcd(a, c). 
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Proof. Let d = gcd(a, b) and write a = du and b = dv with gcd(u, v) = 
1. We need to prove that dgcd(u,vc) | dgcd(a,c), or equivalently 
gcd(u, uc) | gcd(a, c). But ged(u, vc) divides u, so it is relatively prime to 
v (since gced(u, v) = 1). Since gcd(u, vc) also divides vc, Gauss’ lemma 
yields gcd(u, vc) | c. Since it is clear that gcd(u, vc) | u | a, the result 
follows. O 


2. (Romania TST 1990) Let a,b be relatively prime positive integers. Let 
x,y be nonnegative integers and let n be a positive integer for which 


az + by =a" +b". 


Prove that 


Proof. Reducing the first equation modulo a and b and using the fact 
that gcd(a,b) = 1 we obtain y = b”~! (mod a) and z = a”! (mod b). 
Thus we can find integers c, d such that y = 6°-!+ca and x = a™!+db. 
Replacing these relations in the equation az + by = a” + b”, we obtain 
c+d=0. But then 


al El-[e 4+ Pe 


and the result follows from the 1-periodicity of the floor function. o 


3. (Kvant M 1996) Find all n > 1 for which there exist pairwise different 


positive integers a1, a2,...,@n, such that 
ai , a2 Gn-1 , An 
tate t + 
a2 3 an a 


is an integer. 
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> 3 consider the positive integers ay = 1, ag = 
n—1,...;@, =(n—1)""!. Then 


Proof. For every n > 


tee a 1 ~1 n—1)"-? 
slo Be pcr o + ie aan atk ) 


(n—1)"-1 
+ 
a2 a3 Qn a n—1 (n-1) 


(n—1)r-1 1 


is an integer, equal to 1 + (n — 1)”71. Suppose now that a, # az and 
oe + = is an integer. Dividing a; and ag by their gcd, we may assume 
that they are relatively prime. 

Then aiaz | a? + a2 and gcd(aj, af + a2) = ged(a1, a3) = 1, thus neces- 
sarily a, = 1 and similarly a2 = 1, a contradiction. O 


. Let m,n be positive integers Sao tian 1. 


We define the sets Pm = {2 eats and P, = {2 ood ath 


mm?’ mno n 
Find 


min{|a — b| : a € Pm, b € Pa} 


i—i] can 
take nS 1<i<mand1<j<vn. If aam eie = d > ‘i, then we 
can take i = 4 and j = Ẹ and get f(i, j) = 0, thus the answer of the 
problem is 0 if gcd(m, n) > 1. 


Assume now that gcd(m,n) = 1. We cannot have f(i,j) = 0, since if 
in = jm then m | in and m | i (since gcd(m,n) = 1), contradicting the 
inequalities 1 < ¿ < m. Thus 
. . lin— jm 1 

We will prove that we can find i,j such that |in — jm| = 1, which will 
imply that the answer of the problem is -+ when gcd(m,n) = 1. Since 
n, 2n,...,(m — 1)n give pairwise distinct and nonzero remainders when 
divided by m, one of them say in gives remainder 1 and so in =1+jm 
for some integer j. Since 1 < i < m, we have 1 < j < n and the problem 
is solved. o 
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5. (Saint Petersburg 2004) Positive integers m,n,k are such that 5” — 2 
and 2* — 5 are multiples of 5” — 2”. Prove that gcd(m,n) = 1. 


Proof. Let d = ged(m,n). Then 5% — 24/5" — 2™ and 5% — 24|5*" — 24n., 
But 


En oh = (5%) — 0") = 2k — 5” =5—2=3 (mods 2"). 
It follows that 54 — 24 | 3 and so d= 1. o 


6. (Russia 2000) Sasha tries to find a positive integer X < 100. He can 
choose any two positive integers M, N less than 100 and ask for ged(X + 
M,N). Prove that he can find X after 7 questions. 


Proof. Let f(n) be the remainder of X modulo 2”. Since X < 100, we 
have X = f(7). Note that f(n +1) = f(n) or f(n +1) = f(n) +2", 
the last equality happening if and only if ged(x + 2” — f (n), 2” +t) = 2”. 
Thus Sasha can find f(6) after 6 questions, since he knows f(0) = 1 
and the previous discussion shows that if he knows f(n), then he also 
knows f(n + 1), as long as n+1 < 6 (to ensure that 2”+! < 100). Thus 
after 6 questions Sasha knows that X is either f(6) or f(6) + 64. His 
final question will be to compute gcd(X + M,3), where M € {1,2,3} is 
chosen such that 3 | f(6) + M. If he gets the answer 3, then X = f(6), 
otherwise X = f(6) +64. Hence after this new question Sasha knows 
Xx. O 


7. (Poland 2002) Let k be a fixed positive integer. The sequence {an}n>1 
is defined by 
ai =k+1,an41 = a2 — kan + k. 


Show that if m Æ n, then the numbers am and an are relatively prime. 


Proof. Write the recurrence relation as 


an+1 — k = an (an — k). 
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An immediate induction using this relation shows that a, > k for all 
k and also that a, = 1 (mod k) for all n. Next, multiply the previous 
relations to get 


n—-1 n—1 n—1 
[am - k) = J| u [[(%- k), 
i=1 i=l i=1 


n—1 
i=1 


which, after division by [[{Zy (a; — k), can be written as 


an — k= aj1Q2...An—1- 
Now, if d divides a, and am for some m < n, then it divides a,a9...an_1 = 


an — k and an, thus it also divides k and an. Since an = 1 (mod k), it 
follows that d divides both an and an — 1 and so d = 1. 


. (Romania TST 2005) Let m,n be relatively prime positive integers with 


m even and n odd. Prove that 
n-1 
Svs) {=} > 5 z a 
= n n 
We denoted by {x} the fractional part of x, i.e. {x£} =x -— |z]. 


Proof. Write the Euclidean division of mk by n as mk = qyn+rz for 1 < 
k <n-—1. Since ged(m,n) = 1, the remainders rj,...,rn_-1 are pairwise 
distinct and nonzero, thus they must be a permutation of 1,2,...,.n—1. 


On the other hand we have 


|=] t mk Tk 
ee a a 
n n n 


Thus the equality is equivalent to 


n—1 

-1 
YEP = 1. 
k=1 
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Now, since m is even and n is odd, we have 
0O=mk=qnt+re=at+re (mod 2), 
thus (—1)%* = (—1)"* and we are reduced to proving that 
n—1 
—1 
ye: = a 
k=1 
Taking into account the first paragraph, this is equivalent to 
n—-1 
—1 
>> (-1)*k = T 
k=1 


which follows immediately by induction on n (going from n to n + 2, 
since n is assumed to be odd). O 


. An infinite sequence aj, a2,... of positive integers has the property that 


gcd(am, an) = gcd(m,n) for all m Æ n> 1. Prove that a, = n for all 
n> 1. 


Proof. Taking m = 2n yields gcd(dan,an) = n, thus n | an. Suppose 
that an #n for some n. Then gcd(dq,,@n) = gcd(an,n) = n, the last 
equality being a consequence of the fact that n | an. On the other hand, 
a, is a multiple of an, thus gcd(aa„, an) = an and so we obtain a, = n, 
a contradiction. Thus an = n for all n. O 


(Iran 2011) Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n such 
that n? + 1 has no proper divisor of the form k? + 1. 


Proof. We say that n is good if n? + 1 has no proper divisor of the form 
k? +1. We will prove that F, = 2?” + 1 has a good divisor for all n. 
Since gcd(Fn, Fm) = 1 for all n # m, the result follows. 


Now, assume that there is n such that all positive divisors of Fn are bad. 
In particular F;, is bad, hence it has a proper divisor of the form k? + 1. 
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This new divisor is also bad, so it has a proper divisor of the form l? +1. 
Continuing like this, we create an infinite decreasing sequence of divisors 
of Fn, which is clearly absurd. The result follows. O 


a) (Romanian Masters in Mathematics 2009) Let a1, ..., ag be nonneg- 
ative integers and let d = gcd(a, ... ap) and n = a, +... + ax. Prove 
that 


d n! 
—-—— EZ. 
n ay!...az! 


b) Prove that (n)!*k!|(nk)! for all positive integers n, k. 


Proof. a) Writing d = azı + ... + akg£k for some integer z1, ..., £k, we 


have 
k 


d n! a; n! 
ua SS ioe 
n al-al Z ? n alap! 


thus it suffices to prove that 4 - -TI @ __ is an integer. This is clear if 
1:---Qk: 
a; = 0, and if a; > 0 we have 


ai n! (n-1)! 
n alal ail | moa A 
n Q1:...Ak: ay!...a;—1!(a4 = 1)!az41!...a%! 


since b1!...bp! | (b1 +...+5,)! for all nonnegative integers b1, ..., by (this fol- 
lows by an immediate induction from the case k = 2, which is equivalent 
to (ui) E€ Z). 

b) We have 

(nk)! (n(k — £)! 
ki(n!)k I] (k —1)n\(n(k — £ — 1))! 
(n(k — £))! 

(k —1)n!(n(k — £—1))! 
One can also give a combinatorial proof, observing that Aneel equals 
the number of ways one can divide nk people in k (unordered) groups 
of n people. o 


£=0 


and by a) each of the numbers is an integer. 
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(Brazil 2011) Are there 2011 positive integers aj < a2 < ... < a2011 such 
that gcd(a;,a;) = a; — a; for any i, j such that 1 < i < j < 2011? 


Proof. For all i < j we must have gcd(a;,a;) < aj — ai, since a; — a; is 
a positive multiple of gcd(a;,a;). The condition gcd(a;,a;) = a; — a; is 
equivalent to a; — a; | a; (as this automatically implies a; — a; | a; and 
so a; — a; | gcd(a;,a;)). We will now prove by induction that for any 
n > 2 we can find positive integers a, < ... < an such that a; — a; | a; for 
all i < j. For n = 2 choose a; = 1 and ag = 2. Assuming that we have 
already constructed a1, ...,@n, define bı = a1...an and bj = a1...an + aj_1 
for 2<i<n+1. Then clearly bı < ... < bn+1 and it is not difficult to 
check that they satisfy b; — b; | b; for i < j. Indeed, if 1 > 1 this comes 
down to aj_1 — aj-1 | aj-1 + @1...an, which is clear since aj_1 — aj-1 
divides both a;—ı and a1...an. If i = 1, this reduces to a;_1 | a1...an, and 
it is also clear. o 


(Tournament of the Towns 2001) Are there positive integers ay < a2 < 
... < a100 such that 


gcd(ai, a2) > gcd(a2,a3) > ... > gcd(ag9, a100) > ged(a100, a1)? 
Proof. First, we will build a sequence bp for 1 < k < 100 such that 
gcd(b1, be) > ged(b2, bs) > ... > ged (bog, b100) > ged(b100, b1), 


not worrying about the relative sizes of the bg. This is easy. For example, 
we can take by = (203 — 2k)(205 — 2k). Then we compute 
gcd(bz, bk+1) = ged((203 — 2k)(205 — 2k), (201 — 2k)(203 — 2k)) 
= (203 — 2k) gcd(205 — 2k, 201 — 2k) 
= (203 — 2k) gcd(205 — 2k, 4) 
= 203 — 2k, 


since 205 — 2k is odd and hence relatively prime to 4. Also 


gcd(bio0, 61) = ged(15, 201 - 203) = 3 ged(5, 67 - 203) = 3, 
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since 67 - 203 = 13601 = 2720-5 + 1 is relatively prime to 5. 


Next we fix the relative sizes without changing any of the greatest 
common divisors. To do this we inductively define aj = bı, then 
ük = by (1 + A¢—1b~41) for 2 < k < 99, and finally a100 = bio0(1 + aggb1). 
Note that this clearly gives aj < a2 < ... < a100. To see that it doesn’t 
change any of the greatest common divisors, we compute 


gcd (ax, ak+1) = gcd(ax, by 41(1 + akbk+2)) = gcd(ak, bx +1) 
= gcd(by(1 + ak—1bk+1), bk+1) = gcd (by, bk+1), 


for 2 < k < 99. The computation for the remaining cases is similar. O 


(Russian Olympiad 2012) Let n be an integer greater than 1. When a 
runs overs all integers greater than 1, what is the maximum number of 
pairwise relatively prime numbers among 1 + a,1 + a?,...,1 + a?"—1? 


Proof. We first prove that no more than n of these numbers can be 
pairwise relatively prime. To do this note that if k is odd then 1+ a” 
divides 1 + a*™. Note also that each of the numbers 1,2,3,...,2"—1 
has the form 2°k, where 0 < t < n — 1 and k is odd. Hence each of 
the given numbers is divisible by one of the numbers 1 + a,1+ a?,1+ 
ig tee ee a2""*. Therefore among any n+ 1 of the given numbers 
there are two which are not relatively prime. Since Fermat numbers are 
pairwise relatively prime, for a = 2 we obtain n pairwise relatively prime 
numbers, namely 1 + 2,1 + 22,1 + 24,...,1 + 22”. Hence the desired 
number is n. o 


(Brazilian Olympic Revenge 2014) a) Prove that for all positive integers 
n we have 

ged (n, |nv2]) < V8n?. 
b) Prove that there are infinitely many positive integers n such that 


gcd (n, |nv2]) > V7.99n?2. 
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Proof. a) Let d = ged (n, |nv2}) and write n = kd and Jnv2| = md 
for some positive integers k,m. Then 


md < kdV/2 < md +1. 


The first inequality gives m < k/2 and so m? < 2k?. This cannot be 
an equality since /2 is irrational, hence m? < 2k? — 1. Now the second 
inequality can be written as 


d(kV/2—m) <1 or equivalently d(2k? — m?) <m+kv2. 


Since 2k? — m? > 1 and m < ky2, we obtain d < 22k, which is 
equivalent to d < 7/8n?. 


b) Part a) suggests how to take n: with the previous notations, we 
need to ensure that 2k? — m? = 1. This equation has infinitely many 
solutions in positive integers: the number (1 + /2)?%+! can be written 
as my + knvV2, and we have m?, — 2k%, = —1. If (m,k) is such a 
solution, we look for n = kd such that [v3] = md, which by the 


inequalities in part a) is equivalent to d < k\/2+m. On the other hand, 
the inequality gcd (n, |nv2]) > 77.99n? is equivalent to d > /7.99k. 


But if k is large enough, then we can find an integer d between /7.99k 
and k/2+m = k/2+ 2k? — 1, and setting n = kd gives a solution of 
the problem for any such k. o 


(AMM) The greatest common divisor of a set D of positive integers is 1. 
Prove the existence of a bijection f : Z —> Z such that |f(n)—f(n—1)| € 
D for all integers n. 


Proof. First of all, we claim that we may assume that D is finite. Indeed, 
if D is infinite, arrange its elements in increasing order a, < a2 <.... 
Setting £n = gcd(a1, ...,an) we have £n > £n+1, thus the sequence 
(£n)n>1 is eventually constant and this constant divides all elements 
of D, so it must be 1. In other words, D contains a finite subset whose 
gcd is 1. 
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Assuming that D is finite, we will prove by induction on the number |D| 
of elements of D that we can find a bijection f : Z —> gcd(D)- Z such 
that |f(n) — f(n — 1)| € D for all n. The case |D| = 1 is obvious: if 
D = {d}, simply set f(n) = nd. Assume now that the result holds for 
all finite sets of cardinality smaller than k and consider D of cardinality 
k. Fix some element b € D and consider D’ = D \ {b}. To simplify 
notations, write d = gcd(D), d' = gcd(D’) and k = 2. Applying the 
inductive hypothesis to D’, we find a bijection g : Z > d'Z such that 
|g(n) — g(n — 1)| € D' for all integers n. We will construct the function 
f in the next paragraph. 


Pick any integer n and write n = qk +r with 0 < r < k. Define 
f(n) = g(q) + br if q is even and f(n) = g(q) + b(k — 1 — r) if q is 
odd. It is not difficult to check that any multiple of d can be uniquely 
written d'u +br with u € Z and 0 < r < k (it suffices to use the equality 
d = gcd(d’, b)). From this it follows immediately that f is bijective. On 
the other hand, let us check that |f(n) — f(n —1)| € D for all n. If k 
does not divide n, then by construction |f(n) — f(n — 1)| =b € D. On 
the other hand, if n = kz is a multiple of k, then again by construction 
|f(n) — g(n — 1)| = |g(x£) — g(x — 1)| € D’ c D. This shows that f has 
all desired properties and finishes the proof. O 


(China TST 2012) Let n be an integer greater than 1. Prove that there 
are only finitely many n-tuples of positive integers (a1, a2, ...,an) such 
that 


a) a1 > a2 > ... > an and gcd(a1, a2, ..-, an) = 1; 


b) a1 = gcd(a1, a2) + gcd(a2, a3) + ... + gcd(an—1, an) + gcd(an, a1). 


Proof. The essential part consists of course in understanding what con- 
dition b) really says. Since gcd(a;, ai+1) < a; — ai41 for 1 < i < n (this 
uses part a)), it follows that 


gcd(a, a2)+...+gcd(an, a1) < aı—a2+a2—a3+...+an-1—an+gcd(an, a1) 
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hence a1 < a1 — an + gcd(an,a1) and an < gcd(an,ai). Since an > 


gcd(an, a1), this means that all previous inequalities must be equalities. 
Thus a; = aj41 + ged(a;, ai41) for 1 <i < n and an | a1. 


Let b; = for 1 <i<n. Then a = aj4i(1+ È) and so 


a 1 1 ) 
an =(14+5 Ne (+ 


is an integer. Note that this integer is less than or equal to 2”~ since 
each factor of the product is less than or equal to 2. The following lemma 
implies that there are only finitely many such tuples (b1, ..., bn—1). 


Qi+1 
gcd(a;,ai41) 


Lemma 8.5. For any positive real number x and any positive integer k 
there are only finitely many (maybe zero) k-tuples (bj,...,b,) of positive 
integers such that 


(aa) Pn) ee) 


Proof. This is easily proved by induction on k, the assertion being clear 
for k = 1. Assume that it holds for k — 1 and let us prove it for k. Of 
course, we may assume that x > 1, as otherwise there is no solution. If 


1 1 1 
(+5) “ (+È) see (+) =T, 
then some b; must satisfy 1 +é > */z, and this b; can only take finitely 


many possible values. By the inductive hypothesis, for each possible 
value of b; we can find only finitely many k — 1-tuples (b;);4; satisfying 


Tite lS 
noe b; 142%? 


j+i i 


yielding the desired result. O 
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We haven’t used so far the hypothesis gcd(aj,...,an) = 1. Note that 
b1bg...bn-10; is a multiple of a, for all 1 < i < n. Thus a, must divide 


bi b9...0n—1 gcd(a, sey an) = bıb2...bn—1 


and so a, can only take finitely many values. Since b1, b2,...,b,-1 also 
take only finitely many values, it follows that all a;’s have the same 
property and the problem is solved. o 


Integers a,b and rational numbers 2, y satisfy y? = 2? + ax +b. Prove 
that we can write x = { and y = %& for some integers u,v, w, with 
gcd(u, v) = ged(w, v) = 1. 


Proof. Write x = ? and y = 5 with p,q,r,s integers, q,s > 0 and 
gcd(p, q) = gcd(r, s) = 1. Clearing denominators, the equation 


y? =r? +ar+b 


is equivalent to 
rq? = p’? + apgq’s” + bg? 3’. 

The right-hand side is a multiple of 3?, hence 3? | r2q?. Since ged(r, s) = 
1, it follows that s2 | q?. On the other hand, taking the equation modulo 
q, we obtain ps*(p* + aq”) = 0 (mod qê). Since ged(q, p) = 1, we have 
gcd(q, p(p? + aq?)) = 1, hence the previous congruence yields q? | s?. 
We conclude that qf = s?. But then q is a square, say q = v’, and 
necessarily s = v3. The result follows. o 


(Kvant M 905) Let x and n be positive integers such that 4g” + (x +1)? 
is a perfect square. Prove that n = 2 and find at least one x with this 
property. 


Proof. Let 42" + (x + 1)? = y?. Then 


(y -x -1)(y +z +1) = 4r” 
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and since y — x — 1 and y+ x + 1 have equal parity we conclude they 
are even. Set y — x — 1 = 2a. Then y +x +1 = 2(a+2+41) and 
we get ala +x +1) = x”. But a and a + z + 1 are relatively prime 
since otherwise x + 1 and z” would have a common divisor. Hence 
a = u",a +x +1 = v", x = w and therefore uv +1 =v" — u”. But this 
is not possible for n = 1 (since vu > v — u) or n > 3 since in this case 


v” — u” = (v — u) (u! +u +- tu™) > w2. 


Hence n = 2 and for z = 2 we have that y = 5 (this is not the only 
solution, for instance for z = 104 we have that y = 233). O 


Solve in positive integers the equation 
1 1 1 


Proof. The equation is equivalent to 


2 
2,,2  [(2Y 
a+ y= (Z). 


Since 2? | (zy)”, we have z | zy, hence there is a positive integer t such 
that zy = zt, and then the previous equation yields z? + y? = t?. By 
theorem 3.50 and by symmetry in x and y we may write 


z=d(m?—n*), y=2dmn, t=d(m? +n?) 
with m > n > 0 of different parities and relatively prime. Then ry = zt 
can be written as 
2(m? + n?) = 2dmn(m? — n?). 

Note that m? + n? is odd and relatively prime to m,n,m? — n?, since 
m,n are relatively prime and of different parities. Thus m? + n? must 
divide d. Writing d = k(m? + n?) and recalling that z = ™ we obtain 
the solutions 


z=k(m*—n'*), y=2kmn(m?4+n?), z= 2kmn(m? — n?) 
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and (recalling the symmetry in x and y) 
az =2kmn(m? +n”), y=k(m*—n4), z=2kmn(m?—n?). O 


(Romania TST 2015) A Pythagorean triple is a solution (x,y,z) of the 
equation x? + y? = 2? in positive integers, where we count (x,y,z) and 
(y,z,z) as the same triple. Given a non-negative integer n, prove that 
some positive integer appears in precisely n distinct Pythagorean triples. 


Proof. We will prove that 3” appears in precisely n Pythagorean triples. 
This is clear when n = 0, so assume that n > 0. First, the equation 
x? +y? = 32” does not have solutions with x,y > 0. Indeed, it is not 
difficult to see that x, y must be multiples of 3, thus x = 321, y = 3y; and 
£? + y? = 32("-1), thus we can repeat the argument and obtain positive 
integers £n, Yn such that 22 + y2 = 1, which is obviously impossible. 


Let us deal now with the equation 3?” +y? = z?.Then (z—y)(z+y) = 3”, 
thus z — y = 3% and z +y = 3° with a+b = 2n. This gives us y = vost 
and z = 248" Note that since y > 0, we must have b > a. Conversely, 
for each b € {n + 1,...,2n} setting a = 2n — b and defining y,z by 
the formulae above we obtain a solution. We obtain thus exactly n 
Pythagorean triples containing 3”. oO 


Find all triples (x, y,n) of positive integers with gcd(z,n + 1) = 1 and 
gh +1 = yt, 


Proof. If n = 1 we obtain x = y? — 1 and since x must be odd, y can be 
any even positive number. Assume that n > 1 and that z” +1 = y"t!, 
with gcd(x,n +1) = 1. Then 


(y -Dy ty" 1 +...+ yt) a. 


If d is a common divisor of y — 1 and y” + ... + y + 1, then d divides 
n+ 1 (since y” +... +y+1=n+1 (mod y—1)) and d divides x”, but 
then d | gcd(x",n+1) = 1. Thus y—1 and y”+...4+y+1 are relatively 
prime. Since their product is an nth power, we deduce that both are 
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nth powers. Say y” + ... + y + 1 = a” for some positive integer a. Since 
n > 1, the binomial formula shows that 


len ll rer | ne Pa So 


yielding y < a < y+1, a contradiction. Thus there are no solutions with 
n> 2. O 


Let n be a positive integer such that n? is the difference of the cubes of 
two consecutive positive integers. Prove that n is the sum of the squares 
of two consecutive positive integers. 


Proof. Let n? = (m+ 1)? — m3. Then n is odd and n? = 3m? + 3m+1 
which can be written as (2n + 1)(2n — 1) = 3(2m + 1)?. Since 2n — 1 
and 2n + 1 are relatively prime it follows that one of them is a perfect 
square. But n is odd and 2n + 1 = 3 (mod 4), so 2n +1 is not a perfect 
square. Hence 2n — 1 = (21 +1)? and n = l? + (1+1)?. oO 


(Vietnam 2007) Let x,y be integers different from —1 such that 7 “ai + 


vw is also an integer. Prove that r*y*+ — 1 is a multiple of x + i 


+1 z+1 
numbers and a+ 0 is an integer. Note that ab = 


Proof. Let a = = =l and b = ÉA, By EER a,b are rational 


gil wd is also an 
integer, since ut — 1 is a multiple of u + 1 for any integer u. Thus the 
polynomial (X — a)(X — b) = X?—(a+b)X + ab has integer coefficients 
and rational roots a,b. We deduce that a, b are integers, thus +1 | y*—1. 
Then clearly x + 1 | y*4 — 1 and since z+ = 1 (mod z + 1), the result 


follows. o 


(Balkan 2006) Find all triplets of POE rational numbers (m, n, p) such 
that the numbers m + ot n+ aaa prs =o > are all integers. 
Proof. Clearly mnp plays a key role in the problem, so denote a = mnp. 


By assumption % m , n , 4+ are integers, hence so is their product, i.e. 
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(a+) is an integer. Write (a + 1)? = ka? for some integer k, then 
a is a rational root of the monic polynomial with integer coefficients 
(X +1)? —kX?. Thus a is an integer. But then a | ka? = (a + 1), thus 
a | 1 and so a = 1. It follows that att = = = 2m is an integer and sim- 
ilarly 2n and 2p are integers. Moreover, the product of 2m, 2n, 2p equals 


8. Considering the possible decompositions of 8 as a product of three 
positive integers, we obtain the solutions (1, 1,1), (4, i, 3) ; (2, 7 1) and 
their permutations. 


A polynomial f has integer coefficients and satisfies |f(a)| = |f(b)| =1 
for some distinct integers a,b. 


a) Prove that if |a — b| > 2, then f has no rational root. 
b) Prove that if |a — b| = 2, then the only possible rational root of f is 
a+b 

ae 


Proof. a) Assume that x = 8 is a rational root of f, with p,q relatively 
prime integers. By example 3.64 we know that we can write 


F(X) = (4X — p)g(X) 


for some polynomial g with integer coefficients. Then 


(qa — p)| - |9(@)| = |F(@)| = 1 


and so |ga — p| = |g(a)| = 1. Similarly |qb — p| = 1. But then 
|qa — qb| = |(ga — p) — (gb — p)| < |ga — p| + lgb — p| = 2, 


thus |a — b| < 2 (as |q| > 1), a contradiction. 


b) We still obtain |qa — qb| < 2 and since |a — b| = 2 we must have 
lq| < 1. Since trivially |g| > 1, we deduce that all previous inequalities 
must be equalities. In particular |q| = 1 and the numbers ga — p and 
p — qb must have the same sign. Since both have absolute value 1, we 
must have ga — p = p — qb, thus x = A = ate, as desired. O 
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27. (Turkey 2003) Find all positive integers n for which 2?°+1 + 2” + 1 is a 
perfect power. 


Proof. Assume that 2?°+!42"+41 = af for some integers a, k > 1. First, 
k 
assume that k is even and let b = a2, so that 


2 (2+1 4.1) = —1 = (6-1)(b+ 1). 


Since gcd(b — 1,b + 1) = 2, we deduce that 2”-! | b— 1 or 2771 | b+1. 
Write b — r = 2"~1¢ with r € {—1,1} and c > 0. The previous equality 
is equivalent (after division by 2”) to 


2+1 4 = efr +. 2"%%¢), 
or equivalently 
2"-2(c? — 8) ter -1=0. 


Hence c? — 8 | cr — 1 | c* —1 and so c* — 8 | 7. This easily implies c = 3 
(the case c = 1 is easily excluded by going back to the equation) and 
then r = —1 and n = 4, which is indeed a solution of the problem, and 
the only solution for which k is even. 


Suppose now that k is odd. Then 
W (P+1 41) =a" -1=(a—-1)(1+a+...+a*-'). 


Clearly a is odd, hence 1+a+...+a*—! is also odd. The previous relation 
implies that 2” |a—1and1+a+...+a*-1 | 2"+141. Thus a > 2? +1 
and 1+a+...+a*-! < 2+! +1. But 


tat tal Siete > 1+2 2 Sot 


a contradiction. Hence there are no solutions in this case and n = 4 is 
the only solution of the problem. O 


Remark 8.6. The equation 2?”+1 + 2” + 1 = z? was proposed at IMO 
2006 (!). 
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Let f be a polynomial with rational coefficients such that for all positive 
integers n the equation f(x) = n has at least one rational solution. Prove 
that deg(f) = 1. 


Proof. Clearly f cannot be constant, so assume that d = deg(f) > 1. Let 
Zn be a rational solution of the equation f(x,) = n. Choose a positive 
integer N such that the polynomial Nf = g has integer coefficients. 
Then g(£n) = nN and by the rational root theorem the denominator 
of £n (when written in lowest form) divides the leading coefficient C of 
g. Letting a, = Czn, we obtain a sequence of integers an such that 
g (%) =MN. Note that an Æ am for all n  m by the previous equality. 
Thus a1, ..., ân are pairwise distinct integers, and so any positive integer 
appears at most twice among |a|, |a2|,.... On the other hand, since 
deg(g) = d > 1, there is M such that for |z| > M we have |g(x)| > 2?. 
For n large enough we have |an| > cM and so 


a-p] 


c 


We deduce that |an| < cVnN = Dyn. But then among |a1], |a2], ..., |an] 
there can be at most Dyn + E (E being another constant independent 
of n) distinct integers, contradicting the fact that each positive integer 
appears at most twice in this sequence. Thus d = 1. O 


(Kyiv mathematical festival 2014) 


a) Let y be a positive integer. Prove that for infinitely many positive 
integers x we have 


lcm(z,y +1) -lem(x +1, y) = z(x +1). 
b) Prove that there exists positive integer y such that 


Iem(z,y + 1) -lem(z + 1,y) = y(y +1) 


for at least 2014 positive integers x. 
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Proof. a) Note that lem(z,y + 1) is a multiple of x and Iem(z + 1, y) is 
a multiple of x + 1, thus the equality in the statement of the problem is 
equivalent to the simultaneous equalities lem(z, y + 1) = x and lem(a# + 
ly) =z+1,ie. toy+1|az and y|2+1. Look for z = k(y+ 1), the 
condition y | x + 1 is equivalent to y | ky+k+1, or y | k+ 1. It is thus 
enough to take z = (ry — 1)(y + 1) for r > 1. 


b) The same remarks as in part a) show that the equality is satisfied 
if and only if x | y+ 1 and z +1 | y. Taking y = 22" _1 with N 
large enough, any z = 22° with 1 <d< N —1 satisfies x | y+1 and 
g+1|y. o 


(Kvant M 666) Find the least positive integer a for which there exist 
pairwise different positive integers a1, a2, ..., ag greater than a such that 


lcm(a, a1, a2,..., a9) = 10a. 


Proof. We may assume that a < a, <--- < ag. 


Set A = lcm (a, a1, a2, . . ., a9). Then 
A A A 
a ai ag 


A A 
are positive integers and therefore = > 10. Since a= 10 we conclude 
that 


A 40, 2a cage Asi 
a ay ag 
Hence 
adg= A, ag= A a, = a E 
954A, mT 1= 9? a= io 
and A is divisible by lem(2,3,...,10) = 2332.5.7. The least a is equal 
to 2°37 5:7 = 252. In this case the numbers ay = a k=1,2,...,9 


satisfy the given condition. o 
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(Korea 2013) Find all functions f : N > N satisfying 


f(mn) = lem(m,n) - ged(f(m), f(n)) 


for all positive integers m, n. 


Proof. Taking m = 1 and setting a = f(1) we obtain 


f(n) =n: gcd(a, f(n)). 


In particular n | f(n) for all n. Next, replacing n by an we obtain (taking 
into account that a | f(an)) 


flan) = an- gcd(a, f(an)) = a?n. 
Finally, replacing n by an in the original relation, we obtain 


f(amn) = lem(m, an) - ged(f(m), f(an)), 


which can be rewritten 


amn = maa gcd(f(m), f(an)). 


Dividing this last relation by amn, we deduce that a | gcd(f (m), f(an)) 
and so a | f(m) for all m. But then gcd(a, f(n)) = a and so f(n) = 
n-gcd(a, f(n)) = an for all n. Conversely, it is not difficult to see that 


for any positive integer a setting f(n) = an we obtain a solution of the 
problem. O 


(Romania TST 1995) Let f(n) = Iem(1,2,...,n). Prove that for any 
n > 2 one can find a positive integer x such that 


f(2) = f(z +1) =... = f(z +n). 
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Proof. It suffices to find x such that z +1, x +2, ..., x+n are all divisors 
of lem(1, 2, ..., £) = f(x). Choose x = 1+ N! for some N to be chosen 
later. Then for all j € {1,2,...,n} we have 


N! 
L+jHj+1+NMl=(G4+1 (=> +1). 
j=j (j +1) FJFI 
If we manage to ensure that j+1 and Ay +1 are relatively prime integers 
between 1 and z, it will follow that x + divides f(x). But this is very 
easy to realize: simply take N such that N! is a multiple of (j +1)? for 
all j < n, which is certainly possible. 


Prove that for all positive integers aj, ..., dn 


a 1Q2...An 


lem(aj, ...,¢n) > =~. 
( n) Thi<icj<n 8cd(a:, aj) 


Proof. If n = 2, the desired inequality is an equality. Next, we prove 
the result by induction. Assuming that it holds for n — 1, denote m = 
lcm(a1, ...,;@n—1) and observe that 

Man 


a A an) = a ay" 


Using the inductive hypothesis, we are reduced to proving that 
an N Q1..-An—1 Q1...An 
gcd(m, an) Thhi<icj<n-1 gced(aj, a;) E Thi<icj<n ged(a;, aj) ? 


or equivalently 
n—1 


gcd(m, an) < JI gcd(an, ai). 
i=1 
But using exercise 1 (more precisely an n —1-variable version of it, which 
follows directly from the cited corollary and an obvious induction) we 


obtain 
n—-1 


gcd(m, an) < ged(aj...dn—1, an) < Il gcd(an, ai). o 


i=1 
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(AMM 3834) Let n > 4 and let ay < ag < --- < an < 2n be positive 
integers. Prove that 

< 
a lem(a;,a;) < 6([n/2] + 1). 
Proof. The key (simple) observation is that for any 1 < i < n we can find 
a positive integer k; such that kia; € {n + 1,...,2n}. Indeed, if a; > n 


simply choose k; = 1, otherwise since 2n -2 > 1 there is an integer k; 


between 2 a and 22 en 


Using this eee it is not difficult to conclude: if kja; = kjaj 
for some i # j, then kja; is a common multiple of a; and aj, thus 
Icm(a;,a;) < kja; < 2n and we are done (with an even better bound). 
If this never happens, then the pairwise distinct numbers k1đ1, ..., knan 
between n + 1 and 2n must be a permutation of n+ 1,...,2n. Since 
n > 4, we have 3([$| +1) € {n+1.,...,2n} e(z | +1) is clearly greater 
than 3a > n and smaller than or sakal to 3 3 +3 and this is smaller 
than or equal to 2n for n > 6; one easily checks the claim for n = 5). 
Similarly 2(|$|+1) € {n+1.,...,2n}, thus there are indices i, j such that 
kia; = 2(|3] +1) and kjaj = 3(|$| +1). But then lem(a;, aj) divides 
6(|%| + 1) and the result follows. o 


Remark 8.7. The result does not hold for n = 4: consider the numbers 
5,6,7,8. On the other hand, it is not difficult to check that it holds 
for n < 3. The expression 6(|$| + 1) is optimal, since one can check 
without too much difficulty that we have equality for the sequence n + 
ln +2,... n +n. 


Let (an)n>ı be a sequence of integers such that m — n | am — an for all 
m,n > 1. Suppose that there is a polynomial f such that |an| < f(n) for 
all n > 1. Prove that there is a polynomial P with rational coefficients 
such that an = P(n) for all n > 1. 


Proof. Let d = deg f and define 
d+1 


P(X) = yo I F 


k=1 jfk 
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This intimidating polynomial is the unique polynomial of degree < d 
such that P(n) = an for 1 <n<d+1. We will prove that an = P(n) 
for all n. 

Note that P has rational coefficients, so we can find a positive integer 
N such that all coefficients of NP are integers. Consider the sequence 
(bn )n>1 defined by bn = Nan — NP(n). It is a sequence of integers and 
it satisfies m — n | bm — bn for all n (since the sequences (Nan)n>1 and 
(NP(n))n>1 have this property, the first by assumption and the second 
since NP has integer coefficients. ). Since b1 = ... = baii = 0, this 
implies that n — 1,...,n — (d+ 1) all divide bn, thus 


Iem(n — 1,...,2 — d — 1) | bn. 


On the other hand, exercise 33 yields the existence of a constant C(d) 
(depending only on d) such that for all n >d+1 


lem(n — 1, ...,n — d — 1) > C(d)n™1. 
Since deg f, deg P < d, we have 
lbn] < Nf(n) + N|P(n)| < C(d)jn®™! < lem(n — 1,...,n — d — 1) 


for n large enough. Thus we must have bn = 0 for n large enough, say for 
n > M. But then for any n > 1 and m > M we have m—n | bn—bm = bn, 
thus necessarily b„ = 0 and so an = P(n) for all n. o 


Let n, k be positive integers and let 1 < a, < ... < ak <n be a sequence 
of integers such that lcm(a;,aj) < n for all 1 < i,j < k. Prove that 
k<2|vn]. 
Proof. We have 
Qiūi+1 Q;Qi41 
n > lem(a;, a;.1) = ————-. > ——— 
tel) ged(a;,ai41) ~ titi — ai’ 


which can also be written as 
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for 1 <i<k. Given 1 < j < k — 1, we obtain 


S(-ah)etct 


Qi = Qi44 n 


which simplifies to z — ae > k-i, Since ax < n, this last inequality yields 
aj < EFI: On the other hand, since a; > aj-1 > ... > a1 È 1, we must 


have a; > j. We conclude that for all 1 < j < k we have j(kK—j+1) <n. 
Write k + 1 = 2q + r for some r € {0,1} and some q > 1 (if q = 0, then 
k < 2 and we are done). Then q < k, hence q(k+1-—q) <n. This yields 
q < n, hence q < |./n| and then k < 2q < 2|/n|. Ei 


(AMM E 3350) For n > 1 and 1 < k < n define 
A(n, k) = lem(n,n — 1,... n — k +1). 
Let f(n) be the largest k such that A(n, 1) < A(n, 2) < ... < A(n, k). 


a) Prove that f(n) < 3yn. 
b) Prove that f(n) >k ifn >k!+k. 


Proof. We need to make a few observations before embarking on the 
proof. The first and most important observation is that since 


A(n, k + 1) = lcm(n — k, A(n, k)), 


we always have A(n, k + 1) > A(n, k), with equality if and only if n — k 
divides A(n, k). We deduce that if A(n, k) = A(n, k + 1), then 
Aln+j,k+j)=Aln+j,k+j+1) 


for all j > 1 and so f(n +j) < f(n) +j for all n,j > 1. 


a) We claim that it suffices to prove that f(n?) < n for all n. Indeed, if 
this happens, then for any n we can find k such that k? < n < (k +1}, 
thus 


f(n) < f(k) +n- k? < ktn- k? < ktk? +2k- k? = 3k < 3Vn, 
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as needed. In order to prove that f(n?) < n, it suffices to prove that 
A(n?,n) = A(n?,n + 1), or equivalently that n? — n | A(n?,n). This is 
very simple, since n? — n already divides A(n?,2) = n?(n? — 1). 

b) We have 


(n — k)A(n, k) 


A(n, k+ 1) = Iem(n _ k, A(n, k)) = gcd(n — k, A(n, k)) 


= dne k,n): ged(n — k,n — a .-ged(n —k,n—k+1) 
gA k): (n— D 
k! 
Thus for n > k! + k we have A(n,1) < ... < A(n, k +1) and so f(n) > 
k. O 


Let a1 < ag < ... < Gy be an arithmetic progression of positive integers 
such that a; is relatively prime to the common difference. Prove that 
@12...dn, divides (n — 1)! - lem(aj, ..., dn). 


Proof. Let d be the common difference, so a; = a1+(i—1)dforl <i<n. 
The key ingredient is the identity 


dl (n—1)! -5C 1)*- 1 GD 


a102..-ün ai +(k-—1)d 


This follows from the identity 


k(;) 
Gane Gin -5o De ja 


that has already been established during the solution of practice problem 
36 in chapter 1, by letting z = %4 and by observing that k(?) = n(77})- 
The right-hand side is clearly of the form raw) for some integer s. 
Thus a1@2...@, divides d”~1(n — 1)!Iem(aj,...,@n). But a, and hence 
all the a; are relative prime to d, so we may cancel off the factor of d7. 
The result follows. o 
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39. Let n > 1 and let ap < ai < ... < an be positive integers such that 


1. ...,4 is an arithmetic progression. Prove that 
ao an 
Qn 


> —. 
a 


Proof. Let M = lcm(ap,...,@n) and write M = a,b; for positive inte- 
gers bọ > bı >... > bn. By assumption bo,...,b, form an arithmetic 
progression and b; | M for all i, thus M > Icm(bp,..., bn) and so 
as lcm(bo, nbn) 
bo 
It suffices to prove that for any arithmetic progression bn < ... < bo of 
positive integers we have 
Icm(bo, «.., bn) > 2r 
bo “n+l 
Let d be the common difference of bn < ... < bo. Dividing each b; 
by gcd(d,bn) does not change the quotient lem(69,--.0n) thus we may 
assume that gcd(d, bn) = 1, in which case gcd(d, bi) = 1 for all į (since 
bi = bn + (n —i)d). Thus gcd(d, bo...bn) = 1 and so ged(d, bo...b,) = 1 for 
all k <n. Let k = |3] and apply the previous exercise to the arithmetic 
progression bp > bı > ... > bg. Since gced(d, bo...b,) = 1, we deduce that 
ee > lcm(bo, ..., b ms 61..-bk br 
bo = bo Ok 
Observe now that bn > 1, bn-1 > 2, in general bj > n — j + 1, thus 
bk > n—k+1,..., b1 > n. Thus 
b1..-b% n(n —1)..(n—k+1)_ [n 
k T k! g (7). 


Since the binomial coefficient (7) is the largest among (7) with 0 <i <n, 
and since these binomial coefficients add up to 2”, we have 


n 
IES 
k]} ~n+1 


The result follows. o 
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1. 


Prove that if a is an integer greater than 1 and if n > 1 is not a power 
of 2, then a” + 1 is composite. 


Proof. Since n is not a power of 2, we can write n=2*.mwithm>1 
gad aad 0, Then a? 1 Asdivitles (a Hm 4+1 =a+1 and1 < 
a +1<a+ 1, hence a” + 1 is composite. o 


. (St. Petersburg 2004) Prove that for any integer a there exist infinitely 


many positive integers n such that a2” + 2” is composite. 
Proof. If a = 0 we can choose any integer n > 1, so assume that a Æ 0. 
Replacing a with —a, we may assume that a > 0. If a = 1 choose any 
n > 1 which is not a power of 2 and use the previous exercise, so assume 
that a > 1. Then choose any odd integer k > 1 and set n = 2k. We 
have 

T = xÍ + 44$, 


where z = a? * and y = 2*7", Note that z ,y > land 
r + 4y* = (a? + 28?) — (Qay)? = (a? — Qay + 2y?) (x? + 2ay + 2y?) 


is composite. E 


. Find all positive integers n for which at least one of the numbers n” + 1 


and (2n)?” + 1 is composite. 


Proof. n = 1 and n = 2 are not solutions of the problem since 27+ 1 and 
44 +1 = 28 +1 are primes. We will prove that all n > 2 are solutions. 
Suppose that n > 2 and that n” + 1 and (2n)?” + 1 are primes. By 
problem 1, n must be a power of 2, say n = 2". Then n™+1= 2 41 
is a prime, hence k - 2} is a power of 2 and so k is a power of 2. Next, 
(2n)?? +1 = 2(#+1)2*** 11 is prime, hence (k+1)2**! is a power of 2 and 
so k + 1 is a power of 2. But then k and k + 1 are consecutive numbers 
and both powers of 2, thus k = 1 and n = 2, a contradiction. O 
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4. For which positive integers n the numbers 2” + 3 and 2” + 5 are both 


primes? 


Proof. It is not difficult to check that n = 1 and n = 3 are solutions, 
while n = 2 is not a solution. We claim that no n > 3 is a solution. 
Assume that n > 3 and that both 2” + 3 and 2” + 5 are primes. If 
n = 1 (mod 3), then 7 | 2” +5 and 2” +5 > 7, a contradiction. If 
n = 2 (mod 3) then 7 | 2” + 3 and 2” +3 > 7, again a contradiction. 
Hence n is a multiple of 3. Also, n is clearly odd since otherwise 2” + 5 
would be a multiple of 3. Thus n = 3 (mod 6), say n = 6k +3. If k 
is odd, then 2” + 3 = 8?*+1 + 3 is a multiple of 5, impossible. Hence k 
is even, but then 13 | 2” +5 = 87*+1 45 and 87*+1 +5 > 13, again a 
contradiction. o 


. (St. Petersburg 1996) Integers a,b,c have the property that the roots 


of the polynomial X3 + aX? + bX +c are pairwise relatively prime and 
distinct positive integers. Prove that if the polynomial aX? +bX +c has 
a positive integer root, then |a| is composite. 


Proof. Let z1, £2, x3 be the roots of the polynomial X? +aX? +bX +c. 
Then gı +22+23 = —a, thus |a| > 3 since £1, £2, £3 > 1 by assumption. 
If a is even, then clearly |a| is composite, so assume that a is odd. 
Then x; + 22 + 23 is odd, so either 11,2%2,23 are all odd, or exactly 
one of them is odd. This latter case is excluded by the assumption that 
21, £2, £3 are pairwise relatively prime. Thus 21, £2, £3 are all odd. Since 
b = £1£2 + T213 +2321 and —c = 41X23, it follows that b and c are odd. 
But then az? + bz + c cannot have integer roots, since if y is an integer 
root then ay? + by+c=y?+y+1=1 (mod 2). Thus a is even, and 
we are done. o 


. (Vojtech Jarnik Competition 2009) Prove that if k > 2 then 2?®"-1—2F—1 


is composite. 
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Proof. Let N = pakal 2k — 1, then 
oN = 2% —1- (2+1 41) = (2-1)(2+1)(22+1)...(277 +1) — (2+1 +1). 


If k+ 1 = 2™n with m > 0 and n odd, then 24+! + 1 is a multiple of 
22" +1, and (2+1)(22+1)...(22"7 +1) is also a multiple of 22” +1, since 
m < k — 1 (indeed m < 2™ < 2™ = k + 1). Thus 2N is a multiple of 
22” +1 and so 2?” +1 | N. On the other hand, suppose that N = 2?” +1, 
then since N = —1 (mod 4) we must have 2?” = —2 (mod 4) and so 
m = 0, but then N = 3 which is impossible since N > 3. o 


7. A positive integer which is congruent 1 modulo 4 has two different repre- 
sentations as a sum of two squares. Prove that this number is composite. 


Proof. Let n be our positive integer and consider two representations 
n = x? +y? = u? +v? as a sum of two squares. Since n = 1 (mod 4), 
exactly one of x,y is odd, and similarly exactly one of u,v is odd. We 
may assume that x, u are odd and, without loss of generality, that z > u. 
Note that gcd(x—u, v—y) is then an even integer, say 2d for some positive 
integer d. Write x — u = 2ad and v — y = 2bd with ged(a,b) = 1. Since 
(x—u)(x+u) = (v—y)(v+y), we easily obtain au+a?d = by+b?d. Note 
that this common value is divisible by a and b, thus (since gcd(a, b) = 1) 
it is divisible by ab. Write au + a2d = by + b?d = abc for some c. 
Therefore u = bc — ad and y = ac — bd. But then x = u + 2ad = bc + ad 
and v = y+ 2bd = ac + bd. We finally obtain 


n= x£? +y? = (ac — bd)? + (be + ad)? = (a? + b7)(c? + d?), 
which clearly shows that n is composite. O 
Remark 8.8. By Euler’s theorem (which will be discussed later on) each 
prime of the form 4k + 1 can be represented as a sum of two squares. 


Hence the problem above implies that a number n = 4k + 1 is a prime 
iff it has only one representation as a sum of two squares. 
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8. (Moscow Olympiad) Is there an 1997-digit composite number such that 


if any three of its consecutive digits are replaced by any other triplet of 
digits then the resulting number is composite? 


Proof. Such a number does exist. Let A be the product of all odd num- 
bers from 1001 to 1997. Since each of these numbers is less than 2000 
we see that 


A< 2000500 = 9500 1 1500 = 32100101500 < 100100101500 = 101700, 


Now we write several 0's and an 1 to the end of A and then three more 
0's so that the total number of digits be equal to 1997. This number, call 
it N, is composite since it is even and has the desired property. Indeed, 
if the last digit of N is not replaced then the new number is even. If the 
last three 0's of N are replaced by an odd number abc then the last four 
digits of the new number form the number labe which divides N. O 


. (AMM 10947) Prove that peal is composite for all n > 1. 


Proof. Suppose that n is even, say n = 2k. Then setting z = 5° we have 


pr —1  gl-1 5-1 +1 
5—1  z?—-1 og -1 ott 1 


Since both factors are clearly integers greater than 1, we are done. 


Assume now that n is odd. The key ingredient is the identity 
X44 X84 X? 4X41 = (X? 43X41)? —5X(X +1). 
Taking X = 5” with n = 2k + 1 we obtain 


55n —1 


aa (5° +3- 57 + 1)? — (5*+1(5" + 1))? 


= (543.5% +1 — 5Et1(5” + 1))(577 +3- 5° 414 5°+1(5" + 1)). 
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It suffices to check that 
52n +435" ss Betta “te 1), 


which is equivalent to 5*(5” + 3) > 5" + 1. Since this last inequality is 
clear, we are done. o 


Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that the equation 
(x +1)(@ 4+ 2)...(e+n) = y” 


has no solution in positive integers. 


Proof. Assume that (x,y) is a solution. Since (x + 1)(x + 2)...(£ + n) 
is between (x + 1)” and (x + n)”, we can write y = x +k for some 
k € {2,3,...,n—1}. If p | 2+k+1 is a prime, then by assumption p | y” 
and so p | x + k, a contradiction. The result follows. o 


Let n be a positive integer. Prove that if n divides (%) for alll < k < 
n — 1, then n is prime. 


Proof. Suppose on the contrary that n has a prime factor p < n. 


By hypothesis -24 is an integer, in other words 
(n—1)(n-—2)...(n-p+1) 
p! 


is an integer, obviously impossible (as the numerator is not a multiple 
of p). Hence n must be prime. O 


(USAMTS 2009) Find a positive integer n such that all prime factors of 


(n+ 1)(n+2)...(n+ 500) 
500! 


are greater than 500. 
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Proof. The simplest way to ensure this is to choose n such that 


(n+ 1)(n + 2)... (n + 500) 


= ! 
=i =1 (mod 5001), 


since any prime not exceeding 500 divides 500! and so does not divide 
any number congruent to 1 modulo 500!. The previous congruence is 
equivalent to 


(n + 1)...(n +500) = 500! (mod (500!)?). 


But it is very simple to find such n’s: simply choose any multiple of 
(500!)?. Indeed, for such n we have n +i = i (mod (500!)?), thus 


(n + 1)...(n + 500) = 500! (mod (500!)?). o 


(Russia 1999) Prove that any positive integer is the difference of two pos- 
itive integers with the same number of prime factors (without counting 
multiplicities). 


Proof. If n is even, simply write n = 2n — n, so assume that n is odd. 
If p is the smallest odd prime not dividing n (note that odd primes 
not dividing n certainly exist, for instance prime factors of n + 2), then 
n = pn — (p — 1)n. Since all odd prime factors of p — 1 divide n (by 
minimality of p) and p—1 is even, pn and (p—1)n have the same number 
of prime factors (and this is equal to the number of prime factors of n 
plus 1). oO 


(Saint Petersburg) An infinite sequence (an)n>ı1 of composite numbers 
satisfies 


an 
An+1 = An — Pn + — 
Pn 


for all n, where prn is the smallest prime factor of ay. If all terms of the 
sequence are multiples of 37, what are the possible values of a1? 
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Proof. Since ay, and an+; are multiples of 37, so is %2 a — pn. If pn # 37, 
then 2 2 jsa multiple of 37, while p, is not, thus % — p, is not a multiple 
of 37, a contradiction. Thus Pn = 37 for all n. We deduce that 


for all n. Letting bn = an — 377, we have 
bn+1 = 370" 


thus bn = ger ib for all n > 1. Since bn is an integer, we deduce that 
37°-! | bı for all n, which forces bı = 0 and a, = 37. Conversely, if 
a, = 372, then setting an = 37? for all n yields a sequence satisfying all 
conditions of the problem. o 


Prove that there are infinitely many pairs (a,b) of distinct positive inte- 
gers a,b such that a and b have the same prime divisors, and a + 1 and 
b+ 1 also have the same prime divisors. 


Proof. Let n > 2 and let a = 2” — 2 and b = 2”(2” — 2). Then a and b 
clearly have the same prime divisors, and b + 1 = (a + 1)?, so a + 1 and 
b+ 1 also have the same prime divisors. O 


Let a,b,c,d,e, f be positive integers such that abc = def. Prove that 
a(b? + c*) + d(e? + f?) is composite. 


Proof. Suppose that p = a(b? + c*) + d(e? + f?) is a prime. Multiplying 
the congruence a(b? + c?) = —d(e? + f?) (mod p) by ef and using the 
hypothesis yields 


aef (b? +c”) = —abc(e? + f?) (mod p). 


Note that p > a, so p does not divide a and so the previous congruence 
yields 
ef (b? +c”) + bc(e? + f?) =0 (mod p). 
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The left-hand side factors as (ce + bf)(be + cf) and so p divides one of 
the numbers ce + bf or be + cf. On the other hand 
p = a(b* +c”) + d(e? + f?) > +c +e? f? > 2ce+ 2f > ce+bf 


and similarly p > be + cf, a contradiction. Hence p is composite. Oo 


(Kvant M 1762) Is there a positive integer n with 2013 prime divisors 
such that n divides 2” + 1? 


Proof. The answer is positive. We will prove by induction that for each 
k > 1 we can find ng with exactly k prime divisors, such that 3 | ng and 
ny | 2"*+1. If k = 1 take nı = 3. Assume now that n = nx is a multiple 
of 3, has k prime factors and satisfies n | 2” +1. Clearly n is odd, hence 
3 | 22" — 2” +1 and so 


237 4.4 = (2" + 1)(2°" — 2” +1) 
is a multiple of 3n. Note that 
2 on +1 = (2% — 2)(2" +1) +3 
is not divisible by 9 since 2” — 2 and 2” + 1 are both divisible by 3 
for odd n. Hence the number 2?” — 2” + 1 has a prime divisor p > 
3. The number p is not a divisor of n since otherwise it would divide 


ged (2” + 1,22" — 2" + 1) = 3. Hence the number nz41 = 3pn has k +1 
divisors and divides 2”*+1 + 1. o 


(Poland 2000) Let pı and p2 be prime numbers and for n > 3 let pn be 
the greatest prime factor of Ppn-1 +Pn-2 +2000. Prove that the sequence 
(Pn)n>1 is bounded. 


Proof. First, observe that 


Pn S max(Pn—1, Pn—2) + 2002 (x) 
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Indeed, if pp—1, Pn—2 are both odd then pp_1 + Pn—2 + 2000 is even and 
greater than 2, thus 


i = 2000 
Pn S fei < max(Pn—1, Pn-2) + 2002, 


while if at least one of Pn—1, Pn-2 is 2 we have 
Pn < Pn-1 + Pn—2 + 2000 < max(Pn—1, Pn—2) + 2002. 


This being established, let M = max(p1, p2) - 2003! + 2 and let us prove 
by induction that pp < M for all n. This is clear for n = 1,2 and if it 
holds up to n — 1, then relation (*) shows that pn < M + 2002. But 
since M, M +1, ..., M +2001 are all composite numbers, we deduce that 
Pn < M and we are done. Oo 


(Italy 2011) Find all primes p for which p? — p — 1 is the cube of an 
integer. 


Proof. Clearly p = 2 is a solution of the problem, so assume from now 
on that p > 2. Let n be an integer such that p? — p — 1 = n3. Then 


p(p—1) =n? +1=(n4+1)(n’?-n+)), 
hence p divides n+1 or n?—n+1. Assume that p | n+1, thus n > p—1 


and then p? — p — 1 > (p — 1), which implies that (p — 1)? < p(p — 1) 
and then p? — 3p + 1 < 0, impossible since p > 3. 


Hence p | n? — n + 1, say n? — n + 1 = kp for some positive integer 
k. Coming back to the relation p(p — 1) = (n + 1)(n? — n + 1) yields 
p—1 = k(n + 1), hence 

n? —-n+1=kp=k(1+k(n+1))=k+k?(n+1). 


This can be rewritten as 


n? —(1+k*)n+1—k—k? =0. 
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Considering this as a quadratic equation in n, its discriminant 
A= (1+k?)? + 4(k? +k -1) 


must be a square, since the equation has an integer root. One easily 
checks that A is not a square for k < 2, and it is a square for k = 3, in 
which case n? — 10n — 11 = 0 yields n = 11 and then p = 37. Assume 
now that k > 3. Then an easy computation shows that 


A = (k? +3)? + 4(k — 3) > (k? + 3)? 
and since A is a square we must have A > (k? + 4)?, which yields 
A(k — 3) > (k? +4)? — (k? +3)? = 2k? +7. 


This last inequality is impossible for k > 3, hence the only solutions of 
the problem are p = 2 and p = 37. O 


Remark 8.9. A similar problem (with p? — p + 1 instead of p? — p — 1) 
was proposed in Saint Petersburg in 1995 and later on at the Balkan 
Mathematical Olympiad in 2005. The solution to this new problem is 
p = 19. Yet another similar problem was proposed at the Tuymaada 
Olympiad in 2013: find all primes p,q such that p? — pq — q? = 1. 


(Kvant M 2145) Let x > 2,y > 1 be integers such that z” +1 is a perfect 
square. Prove that x has at least 3 different prime divisors. 


Proof. Write xY +1 = a? for a positive integer a. Assume first that z is a 
power of a prime. Thus (a—1)(a+1) is a power of a prime, in particular 
both a—1 and a+1 are powers of that prime, and both are greater than 
1. Since they differ by 2, the prime must be 2 and a—1= 2, thus a = 3 
and z” = 8, contradicting the fact that z > 2 and y > 1. 

Assume now that x has precisely two prime factors, say p < q. We have 
(a—1)(a+1) = z”. If gcd(a — 1,a + 1) = 1, then a — 1 and a + 1 must 
be yth powers, say a — 1 = bY and a + 1 = œ, so that c¥ — bY = 2. This 
is impossible, since 


Y — W = (e= b(t +... +071) > W1 d. 
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Thus gcd(a — 1,a + 1) is not 1, and since it divides 2 it must be equal to 
2. In particular p = 2. Since (a — 1)(a + 1) = x” and the prime factors 
of x are 2 and q, we have two possibilities: 


i) Either a—1 = 2q¥¥ and a+1 = 2’—! for some integers u,v. But then 
224-2 _ 1 = gq”, contradicting lemma 8.10 below. 


ii) Or a—1 = 2-1 and a+1 = 2q” for some integers u,v. Then 
quy-2 + 1 = g’Y. Using again lemma 8.10 below, we obtain uy — 2 = 3 
and vy = 2, impossible. This finishes the proof. o 


Lemma 8.10. a) 2” — 1 is not a perfect power if n > 1. 
b) 2” +1 is a perfect power only for n = 3. 


Proof. a) Suppose that 2” — 1 = at, with a,b > 1. Since 2” — 1 is of the 
form 4k + 3, it cannot be a square, so b is odd. Then 


2” = (1 +a)(1 — a +a? — ... + aè7!). 


Thus 1 +a and 1—a+...+a°! are powers of two. The second number 

is odd, since a and b are. Thus we must have 1—a+..+a°1 = 1 

and 2” = 1 +a. This yields 1 + a = 1 + a, contradicting the inequality 
b 

a >a. 


b) Clearly 2! + 1 = 3 and 2? + 1 = 5 are not perfect powers. Assume 
that 2” + 1 is a perfect power for some n > 3, say 2” + 1 = z* for some 
z,k > 1. Then z is odd. If k is odd, then 1 + gz +... + x7! is odd, 
greater than 1 and it divides 2”, a contradiction. Hence k is even, say 
k = 2l. Then (2! — 1)(2'! +1) = 2” and so z! — 1 and z’ + 1 are powers 
of 2 differing by 2. This forces z! — 1 = 2, then x = 3 and l = 1, that is 
k = 2, and finally n = 3. o 


Remark 8.11. Using more advanced techniques (the Birkhoff-Vandiver 
theorem) one can prove that x has at least 1 + 7(y) prime divisors. 


(Russia 2010) Prove that for any n > 1 there are n consecutive positive 
integers whose product is divisible by all primes not exceeding 2n + 1, 
and not divisible by any other prime. 
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Proof. All prime factors of (n+2)(n+3)...(2n+1) are less than or equal 
to 2n +1. On the other hand, (n + 2)...(2n + 1) is a multiple of n!, 
since it is the product of n consecutive integers. Thus if n + 1 is not 
a prime, then (n + 2)...(2n + 1) is divisible by all primes not exceeding 
2n+1. Assume that n+ 1 is a prime, then n+ 2 is not a prime and 
(n+3)...(2n+1)(2n+ 2) is divisible by n! (for the same reason as above) 
and by n + 1, n + 3,...,2n + 1. Since n+ 2 is not a prime, we deduce 
that (n + 3)...(2n + 1)(2n + 2) is divisible exactly by the prime numbers 
not exceeding 2n + 1, and the problem is solved in all cases. o 


(Iran 2015) Prove that infinitely many positive integers n cannot be 
written as the sum of two positive integers all of whose prime factors are 
less than 1394. 


Proof. Let pı, ..., pk be all primes not exceeding 1394 and let S, be the 
set of numbers j € {1,2,3,...,2”} all of whose prime factors are among 
P1, Pk- Any such number j is of the form pf” ...pg" for a unique k-tuple 
of nonnegative integers a1,...,Q,%. Since p; > 2 and j < 2”, we must have 


2% < 2” for all į, thus a; < n for all i. It follows that there are at most 
(1 +n)? such k-tuples and so 


|Sp| < (1+ n). 


It follows that there are at most (n+1)?* numbers between 1 and 2” that 
can be written as the sum of two numbers in Sn. If n is large enough, 
then (1+ n)?™ < 42” (note that by the binomial formula 2” > (,,",,) if 
n > 2k +1, and (3441) is a polynomial expression of degree 2k + 1 in 
n). Thus for n large enough more than half of the numbers between 1 
and 2” are solutions of the problem, yielding the result. Note that the 
proof can be interpretted as saying that the probability that an integer 
is a sum of two numbers whose prime factors are < k is 0. Oo 


(China 2007) Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that 2n — 1 is a prime 
number if and only if for any n pairwise distinct positive integers 
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@1,42,...,@n there exist i, j € {1,2,...,n} such that 


EE Oe oe 
gcd (aj, aj) ~ 


Proof. Suppose first that p = 2n — 1 is a prime and let aj,...,an be 
pairwise distinct positive integers. Suppose that 


Qi + a; 
gcd (ai, aj) 
for i,j € {1,...,n}. Dividing each of the numbers aqj,...,an by 
gcd(a, ..., an), we may assume that gcd(a1, ..., an) = 1. 
If there is ¢ such that p | a;, then we can choose j such that p does not 
divide a; and then p does not divide gcd(a;,a;). Thus p divides 
and we obtain the plain contradiction 


— 4 
gced(a;,a;) 


Qi Qi + Qj 


— —— <. 
gcd(a;,aj) ` gcd(a;,a;) p 


DS 


Suppose now that aj, a2, ...,@, are not multiples of p. By the pigeonhole 
principle, two of the numbers aj, a2, ..., an, —@1,..-, —@n must give the 
same remainder when divided by p. So we can find i # j such that 
p | a; +a; or p | a; — aj. Note that p does not divide gcd(a;,a;), so p 
divides wey for a suitable choice of the sign +. We obtain again a 
contradiction 

a; + a; eens a; aj ba; 


gcd(a; aj) ~ ged(a;, aj) |2 


p> 


So our initial assumption was wrong and the result follows. 


Suppose now that 2n — 1 is composite, so we can write it as xy, with 
x,y > 1. Define n integers a1, a2,...,@n by choosing the first x positive 
integers 1, 2, ..., x, then the next n—z even numbers 2+1,£+3,...,cy—2Z. 
It is not difficult to check that me < 2n — 1 for all i,j. o 
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(Tournament of the Towns 2009) Initially the number 6 is written on a 
blackboard. At the nth step, one replaces the number d written on the 
blackboard with d + gcd(d, n). Prove that at each step the number on 
the blackboard increases either by 1 or by a prime number. 


Proof. This problem is very difficult! Let a, be the number on the 
blackboard at step n, so that ao = 6 and 


an = An—1 + gcd(an_1,7). 


Let bn = an — an-1, hence we need to prove that bn is either 1 or 
a prime for all n. The first few values of the sequence bı, bo,... are 
1,1,1,1,5,3,1,1,1,1,11,3,.... 

The crucial claim is the following: suppose that an = 3n and that bn+1 = 
1. Let k be the smallest positive integer such that 6,4, 41. Then bn+k 
is a prime and aņ+ = 3(n + k). We will prove this claim by induction. 
It is not difficult to check it for n < 5 using the previous explicit values 
for the sequence (bn)n>1. It is not difficult to see that an41 = 3n + 1, 
an+2 = 3N + 2,.., an+k-1 = 3N + k — 1 and so 


bnk = gcd(n + k, 3n + k — 1) = ged(n + k, 2k + 1) | 2k +1. 


Suppose that 2k + 1 is not a prime and let p be a prime factor of 
gcd(2k + 1,n + k). Then p < Zkt < k and 


bn+k-p = gcd(n + k — p,3n + k — p — 1) = ged(n + k — p, 2k + 1 — 2p) 
is a multiple of p, contradicting the fact that k was minimal with bn+k 4 
1. Thus 2k + 1 is a prime and b,4, = 2k + 1, hence 

an+k = An+k—-1 + bnk = 3n +k -—14+2k4+1=3(n +k), 


finishing the induction. It is clear that the claim implies the desired 
result. O 


(Komal) Is it possible to find 2000 positive integers such that none of 
them is divisible by any of the other numbers but the square of each is 
divisible by all the others? 


8.3. 
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Proof. The answer is positive. Let k = 2000, P1, +--+) Pk pairwise distinct 
primes and let P = 7...py and x; = & for 1 <i < k. Then 2,..., 2, 
are positive integers, ĝi = 71 is not an integer if i # j, yet 27 = I . P? 
is a multiple of P?, which is a multiple of any xj, with 1 < j < k. The 
result follows. o 


A positive integer n is called powerful if p? | n for any prime factor p 
of n. Prove that there are infinitely many pairs of consecutive powerful 
numbers. 


Proof. The key observation is that if n and n + 1 are powerful, then so 
are 4n(n+1) and 4n(n+1)+1 = (2n+1)?. This is clear by the definition 
of powerful numbers. Since 8 and 9 are powerful, the result follows. O 


Let pn be the largest prime not exceeding n and let qn be the smallest 
prime larger than n. Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


n 
1 
D 


eye 


Proof. Let 71,72, ... be the increasing sequence of primes and write qn = 
Tm for some positive integer m. Since pk = r; and qk = Ti+1 for pj < k < 
Pi+1, it follows that 


X Pent ees I Ti+- fi 
a 
PRU = PRU; > Tifizi -5 mcn rir 
k=2 k=2 i=1 kar, titl i=l ifi+1 
Seiji ! 
E i=1 Ti Ti+1 7 2 Tm S35" 


(Russia 2010) Are there infinitely many positive integers which cannot 
be expressed as och with x,y integers greater than 1? 
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Proof. We will prove that p? cannot be expressed as Fa for any odd 


pe p, thus the answer is positive. Assume that wal zl = = p°, that is 
x? —1=p*(y? — 1). Then p | (x — 1)(x +1), hence p | x — 1 or p|z+1. 
Moreover, we have ged(x — 1,2 + 1) = 2, thus necessarily p? | x — 1 or 
p? | £+1. Assume that p? | x—1, say z—1 = kp?, then k(kp?+2) = y2—1, 
or equivalently 

(kp)? +2k +1 = y?. 


On the other hand 
(kp)? +2k+1< (kp)? +2kp+1 = (kp +1), 


hence kp < y < kp + 1, a contradiction. Similarly, if p? | z + 1, say 
z = kp? — 1 then (kp)? — 2k + 1 = y? and 


(kp)? — 2k + 1 > (kp)? — 2kp + 1 = (kp —1)?, 


hence kp — 1 < y < kp, a contradiction. O 


(Baltic Way 2004) Is there an infinite sequence of prime numbers p1, pa, ... 
such that |Pn+1 — 2pn| = 1 for each n > 1? 


Proof. Suppose that such a sequence exists and suppose that there is i 
such that p; > 3. Suppose that p; = 1 (mod 3), then 2p;+1 is a multiple 
of 3 and greater than 3, thus necessarily pji; = 2p; — 1 = 1 (mod 3). 
Repeating the argument yields Pi+k = 2pj4~-1 — 1 for k > 1, then by 
induction pj,4 = 2*pj—2*+1. Thus 2*p;—2* +1 is a prime for all k > 1. 
Since p; is odd, there is k > 0 such that p; | 2*—1, then p; | 2*p; -2* +1 
and so p; = 2*p;—2*+1, that is (p;—1)(2*—1) = 0. This is absurd, so we 
must have p; = —1 (mod 3). Then 2p; — 1 is a multiple of 3 greater than 
3, hence pj41 = 2p; + 1 = —1 (mod 3). Repeating the above arguments, 
we deduce that pj, = 2*p;+2"—1 for k > 1. Choosing k > 1 such that 
pi | 2* — 1 (which is possible by corollary 4.15) yields a contradiction. 
We deduce that p; < 3 for all 7, and this is obviously impossible. Thus 
there is no such sequence. O 


8.3. The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 539 


30. Let a1, a2,...,a, be positive real numbers such that for all but finitely 


31. 


many positive integers n we have 
gced(n, |ain| + laan] +... + [agn]) > 1. 


Prove that aj, ...,a, are integers. 


Proof. Let N be a positive integer such that for n > N we have 
gcd(n, [ain] + laan] +...+ |agn]) > 1. 


Let pj, p2, ... be the sequence of primes greater than N, then for alli > 1 
the quotient 
es Laipi| + [azpi] +... + [akpi] 
Pi 
is an integer. On the other hand, since |z| < x < |x] +1 for all x, we 
have 


k 
RTO < Ti < a1 +... + ak. 
a 
Since this happens for all 2, it is not difficult to deduce that a1 + ... + ak 
is an integer and x; = a, +... + ax for all sufficiently large i, say i > io. 
But then 
{api} +... + {akpi} = 0 


for i > io, where {zx} is the fractional part of x. This forces ajp; € Z for 
1<j<kandi> io. Using Bézout’s theorem, this immediately implies 
that aj, ...,a@, are all integers. o 


(IMO Shortlist 2006) We define a sequence a1, a2, a3, ... by setting 


Z(G +E) 


for every positive integer n. 
a) Prove that an41 > an for infinitely many n. 


b) Prove that an41 < an for infinitely many n. 
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Proof. a) Assuming the opposite, it follows that the sequence (an)n is 
bounded (since if @n41 < an for n > N, then an < max(qai,...,ay) for 
all n). However 

1 


1 
Itt Rat) =14 54.425 =1 
n n 


1 /n n 
n 2 


1 2 


and the last expression is not bounded. This contradiction settles part 
a). 


b) Note that an+ı < an is equivalent to 


SPee] 


k=1 


or equivalently 


ae l= 


The key observation is that [4] — |} | equals 0 if k does not divide n+1 
and 1 otherwise. This is a simple exercise using the Euclidean division 
that we leave to the reader. Therefore we can rewrite the previous 
inequality as 
1+ J, 1<a. 
k<n,k|n+1 


This suggests taking n = p — 1 with p a prime, so that the left-hand side 
is extremely simple: it reduces to 2. So it suffices to prove that ap—ı > 2 
for infinitely many primes p, which is the case, since we have already 
seen in part a) that an tends to oo. O 


(APMO 1994) Find all integers n of the form a? +b? with a,b relatively 
prime positive integers, such that any prime p < y/n divides ab. 


Proof. If p < yn then p divides a or b. Since gcd(a,b) = 1 we have 
gcd(a, a” + b?) = ged(b, a? + b?) = 1 and so p does not divide n, which 
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implies that n is a prime number. Next, let p1,...,p, be all primes less 
than yn. Then pk+ı > yn. Assume that k > 4, then Bonse’s inequality 
yields 

ab > pı...Pk > Pet >n=074+0, 


a contradiction. Thus k < 3 and so yn < 7, that is n < 49. If n > 25, 
then k = 3 and 30 = pipop3 divides ab, thus n = a? + b? > 2ab > 60, 
a contradiction. Hence n < 24 and n is a prime. If n > 9 then k = 2 
and 6 | ab, which easily implies that one of a,b is 3 (otherwise n > 24) 
and then a direct check yields n = 13. If n < 8 then we want n to be a 
prime and 2 | ab, which gives n = 2 or 5. Oo 


(Iran TST 2009) Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients having 
the following property: for all primes p and for all integers a,b, if p | 
ab — 1, then p | f(a)f(b) — 1. 


Proof. Let a be a positive integer and let p > a be a prime. Then a and 
p are relatively prime, so there is an integer b such that p | ab — 1. By 
hypothesis f(a) f(b) = 1 (mod p). Let f(X) = ao +a1X +... + anX” 
for some integers ag,...,@n with a, # 0. Then ab = 1 (mod p) and 
a” f(a) f(b) = a” (mod p). But 


a” f(b) = an(ab)” + an-1(ab)"Tta + ... + aga” 
= an + an—14 + ... + aoa” (mod p). 
Hence letting g(X) = an + an-1X +... + a0 X” we obtain 
f(a)g(a) =a” (mod p). 


Thus infinitely many primes divide f(a)g(a) — a” and so f(a)g(a) = a” 
for any positive integer a. It follows that f(X)g(X) = X” and so f(X) = 
+X? for some 0 < d < n. Conversely, any polynomial f(X) = +X? with 
d > 0 is a solution of the problem. O 


Prove that there is a positive integer n such that the interval [n?, (n+1)?] 
contains at least 2016 primes. 
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Proof. Let k = 2015 and assume that for all n there are at most k primes 
between n? and (n +1)”. Pick any N > 1 and observe that 


1 1 1 1 
Y=} -+ DS -++ } L 
p<N2 Pp p<22 P 22<p<3? P (N—1)2<p< N? P 
By assumption each of the sums 


1 


j? <p<(j+1)? P 


has at most k terms, each smaller than or equal to m thus the whole 
sum is bounded from above by 5. We deduce that 


es 
-< -= <k+k < 2k 
e e ja. JG — VY) 


We know however (see theorem 4.74) that for N large enough we have 


> ~ > ok. 


p<N?2 


This contradiction shows that our original assumption was wrong and 
the result follows. m 


(IMO 1977) Let n > 2 be an integer and let V,, be the set of integers of 
the form 1+ kn with k > 1. A number m € Vn is called indecomposable 
if it cannot be written as the product of two elements of Vp. Prove that 
there is r € Vn that can be expressed as the product of indecomposable 
elements of Vp in more than one way (expressions which differ only in 
order of the elements of Vp will be considered the same). 


Proof. We have already seen (see example 4.56) that there are infinitely 
many primes p not congruent to 1 modulo n. Their remainders modulo 
n lie in a finite set, thus we can find two such primes p,q > n which are 
congruent modulo n. Let d be the smallest positive integer such that 
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pê = 1 (mod n) (it exists, thanks to corollary 4.15). Then p*, q?, pq?! 
and p*—1q are all indecomposable elements of Vp. Indeed, it is clear that 
they are in Vp (ie. that they are congruent to 1 modulo n), and that 
their proper divisors are not in Vp (by minimality of d and the fact that 
p =q (mod n)). In order to finish the proof, it suffices to observe that 


p° - q? = (pq* *) - (qp**). o 
(German TST 2009) The sequence (an)pey is defined by aj = 1 and 
On41 = Gn — a? +2a2 +1 


for all n > 1. Prove that there are infinitely many primes which do not 
divide any of the numbers ay, ay, .... 


Proof. The key ingredient in this problem is the study of the sequence 
bn = a2 +1. Note that 


An+1 = (a2 + 1)? — a = be — an(bn — 1). 


It follows that an41 = an (mod bn) and so až}; +1 = a2+1=0 
(mod bn). In other words, bn divides bn+1 for all n. We can actually 
refine this observation: we have 


a21 +1= 42 (by — 1)? +1=02(1 — 2bn) +1 = bp(1—2a2) (mod b2). 


Note that gcd(1 — 2a2,bn) = 1, since any prime dividing 1 — 2a? and 
bn = a2 +1 would also divide 1— 2a? +2(a2+1) = 3, but 3 does not divide 
a2 +1. We conclude that bn+1 = bncn with gced(bp, cn) = 1. Note that 
clearly dn41 > an for all n, thus cn > 1 for all n. Let pọ be an arbitrary 
prime factor of cg, then pẹ does not divide by (as gcd(by, ck) = 1) and so 
it does not divide b1bg...b, (since bı | bg | ... | bk). In particular pg does 
not divide cjc2...ch_1 and so the sequence pj, p2,... consists of pairwise 
distinct primes. We will prove that any of these primes is a solution of 
the problem. 
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Assume that p | bn for some n > 1, and that p | a, for some k > 1. 
Note that for all n > 1 we have any; = 1 = a; (mod ap) and then 
Qn42 = at — a? + 2a? +1 = ag (mod an). An immediate inductive 
argument shows that an+; = aj (mod an) for all n, j > 1. In particular, 
ay | ajk for all j > 1. Choose j such that jk > n, then p | ag | ajk and 
so p does not divide bj, = ar, +1. This is however impossible, since 
p | bn | bjx- o 


Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


Lon DO, n DL- Š dr(d). 


d|n d|n d|n djn 


Proof. Let us prove the first equality. Since both sides define multiplica- 
tive functions of n, it suffices to prove that they agree on prime powers, 
thus we may assume that n = p* for a prime p and some k > 0. Then 


k 
X o(d) = So o(p') = 1+(1+p)+...+(1+p+...-+p") = (k+1)+kpt...+p* 
d|n i=0 


and 
ny -=p Gtp = S- ‘G+1) = (k+1)+ kpt.. +p", 


d|n d i=0 i=0 


thus the two sides agree. 


For the second equality we proceed similarly, reducing to the case n = p* 
and then computing 


n= pry 2) =p" + (pit ph") +...4 (ph tpi +...+1) 


d|n i=0 


k 
a (etl he 4 nei 5i +1) = X 7(d). 
i=0 d\n 
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Here is also an alternative solution, suggested by Richard Stong and 
using the convolution product of arithmetic functions. Let 1 denote the 
constant function with value 1 and id the identity function. We already 
saw that 1*1=7 and 1*id=o. We easily compute that 


(id x id)(n) = yas -= 
din 
Now the first equality just reads 
1*ø = 1x (1 xid) = (1*1) *id =7 * id, 
and the second reads 


o xid = (1 x id) x id = 1 x (id * id). o 


a) Let f be a multiplicative function with f (1) = 1 (this is equivalent to 
f being nonzero). Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


X rda) = [IG - Fl), 
djn pin 
the product being taken over the prime divisors of n. 
b) Deduce closed formulae for 


>> u(d)r(d), X u(d)o(a) and X` u(d)p(d) for n > 1. 


d|n d|n d|n 


Proof. a) Let pi, po, ..., pz be the distinct prime divisors of n. The only 
divisors d of n for which f(d)u(d) 4 0 are products of distinct elements 
of the set {p1,...,p~} (including the empty product, which equals 1 by 
convention). Hence 


Saud) =1- Hw) + DF (pipj) +--+ (—1)* "fF (p1---Pe)- 


din 1<i<j<k 
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Since f is multiplicative, the right-hand side can further be written as 


k 
1-9) f(pi) + DO FDE) + + (1) F (01). F (px) 


i=1 1<i<j<k 


= (1— f(p1))...(1 — f(pe)). 


The result follows. 


b) By using a), we obtain 


X edri) = TT — 7(p)) = (1, 


d|n pin 


where w(n) is the number of prime factors of n. Similarly, we obtain 


X w(@)o(d) = TJ - (+2) = e - Tp 


dln pin pin 
and 
> adya) = [TG - @-1)) =e- n»). o 
d|n pin pin 


Let f be an arithmetic function such that the function g defined by 


g(n) =) f(d) 


d|n 


is multiplicative. Prove that f is multiplicative. 


Proof. By the Möbius inversion formula 


ta) = mads (5), 


d|n 


hence f is the convolution product of the multiplicative functions u and 
g. Theorem 4.99 implies that f is multiplicative. O 


8.3. The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 547 


40. a) Let f be an arithmetic function and let g be the arithmetic function 


Al. 


defined by 
g(n) =} f(d). 


d|n 
For all n > 1 we have 


n n n 
Y (8) = > 6) fa]. 
k=1 k=1 
b) Prove that the following relations hold for all n > 1 


n n n n n n 

Dawk Zew- 
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 

Proof. a) Taking into account that there are [}] multiples of k in the 

set {1,2,...,n}, we can write 


Dwor D 15r fi. 
k=l k=1 


k=1 d|n d<n d|k,k<n 


b) The first formula follows from the proposition by taking f the constant 
map 1 (so that g(n) = 7(n)). For the second formula, take f(n) =n in 
the proposition (so g(n) = a(n)). o 


Let f(n) be the difference between the number of positive divisors of n 
of the form 3k +1 and the number of positive divisors of the form 3k — 1. 
Prove that f is multiplicative. 


Proof. Let m,n be relatively prime positive integers. Then each positive 
divisor d of mn can be uniquely written as the product d = ef of a 
positive divisor e of m and a positive divisor f of n. We have d = 1 
(mod 3) if and only if e = f = 1 (mod 3) or e = f = 2 (mod 3). Thus, 
if g(n) (respectively h(n)) is the number of positive divisors of the form 
3k + 1 (respectively 3k — 1) of n, then 


g(mn) = g(m)g(n) + h(m)h(n). 
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Similarly, we obtain 
h(mn) = g(m)h(n) + g(n)h(m). 
We deduce that 


f(mn) = g(mn) — h(mn) = g(m)(g(n) — h(n)) — h(m)(g(n) — h(n)) 
= f(n)f(m), 


proving that f is multiplicative. o 


Remark 8.12. a) Once we know that f is multiplicative, it is not difficult 
to check that f(n) > 0 for all n. Indeed, if p = 1 (mod 3) then clearly 
f(p") = 1+ n, while if p = 2 (mod 3), then f(p”) equals 1 if n is even 
and 0 otherwise. 

b) One can prove that the equation z? — ry + y? = n has exactly 6f (n) 
solutions in integers. 


c) Similarly, one can prove that for any k € {4,6,8, 12,24} any positive 
integer n has at least as many positive divisors of the form mk + 1 as 
positive divisors of the form mk — 1. Moreover, this property does not 
hold for any other k. 


(AMM 2001) Find all totally multiplicative functions f : N —> C such 
that the function 


n 
F(n) =} f(k) 
k=1 
is also totally multiplicative. 


Proof. There are three such functions: the functions that are identically 
0, respectively 1, and the function f such that f(1) = 1 and f(n) = 0 
for n > 2. For k > 1, we have f (2k) = f(2)f(k) and 


f(2k — 1) = F(2k) — F(2k — 2) — f (2k) 
= F(2)(F(k) — F(k — 1)) — f (2k) 
= (1+ f(2)) f(k) — £(2)f (k) = f(k). 
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Therefore, each value f(n) is a power of f (2). Furthermore, 


F(2) = £(3) = £8) = fF) = f (8)? = FQ). 
Thus f(2) € {0,1}, and the result follows. o 


Find all nonzero totally multiplicative functions f : N — R such that 
f(n +1) > f(n) for all n. 


Proof. Clearly for any nonnegative real number k the function f(n) = në 
is a solution of the problem. We will prove that these are all solutions. 
Note that f(1) = 1 and so f(n) > 1 for all n. Consider g(n) = log f (n), 
so that g(n +1) > g(n) for all n, g(mn) = g(m) + g(n) and g(n) > 0 for 
all n. Fix different primes p,q and consider arbitrary positive integers 
a,b. If p° < q’, then g(p*) < g(q°), which becomes ag(p) < 6g9(q), 


or equivalently a < oLa. Thus whenever z = § is a positive rational 


number such that x < eed we also have x < La, Since the number es 
can be approximated at any order by rational numbers, we conclude that 


lE 
eje 
i) 
SIS 


Arguing similarly (using a,b such that p? > q?) yields the opposite in- 
equality 
loga . 9(9) logg _ 9(q) 


> ==, so = =, 
logp ~ g(p) logp g(p) 


We deduce that ge i is independent of the choice of the prime p, say equal 


to some k > 0 for all p. Then g(p) = p* for all p and since g is totally 
multiplicative we conclude that g(n) = n* for all n, as desired. O 


(Erdés) Let f : N > R be a nonzero multiplicative function such that 
f(n+1) > f(n) for all n. Then there is a nonnegative real number k 
such that f(n) = n* for all n. 
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Proof. Since f is multiplicative and nonzero, we have f(1) = 1, and 
using the hypothesis of the problem we obtain f(n) > 1 for al n > 1. 
We will prove that f is totally multiplicative, which will be enough to 
conclude thanks to the previous example. For this, we will prove that 
for any prime p and any k > 1 we have 


F+) = fp) f(p*). 


Fix such p and k > 1. For any integer n > 1 not divisible by p we have 


f(n+p)f(p*) f(p) = f(np* + p**") f(p) = fon + 1)f(p) 
= f(p't'n + p) > f(p tn) 
= f(t) f(n). 
Similarly, 
FOTE +p) = ftn + pt?) > ftn + p) 


= f(p)f(p'n +1) > f(p)f(p*n) 
= f(p)f(p*)f(n), 


We deduce that setting 
FD ge di fS) 


= F@)F@*)’ S fare 


we have 
f(n+p) 2 af(n), f(n+p) = bf(n) 
for all n relatively prime to p. Iterating the first inequality yields 
f(n + jp) > a f(n) 


for all j > 1 and all n relatively prime to p. Taking j = |2| we have 
f(n + jp) < f(2n) and so 


f(an) > al] f(n). 
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n 
P 


Choosing n odd, the previous inequality becomes al | < f(2). Choosing 
n very large (relatively prime to 2p), we deduce that a < 1. Similarly, 
we obtain b < 1, which yields a = b = 1 and so 


f+) = fp) fo"). 


Since p was an arbitrary prime and k an arbitrary positive integer, we 
deduce that f is totally multiplicative, as desired. O 


Are there infinitely many n > 1 such that n | 2° — 1? 


Proof. Let F; be the ith Fermat number and choose arbitrary prime 
factors qo, q1,... of Fo, Fi,..., so for instance go = 3, qi = 5, etc. Define 
Nd = q0q1---qa for all d > 1. We claim that na | 2°("4) — 1, Since o(ng) 
is a multiple of 2%, it suffices to prove that qoq1-.-qa | 22° _ 1. Since the 
Fermat numbers are pairwise relatively prime, so are qo, ..., qa, thus it 
suffices to prove that each of the numbers qo, ..., gq divides 22° —1. This 
is clear, since 2° _lisa multiple of F;_; for i < d. O 


An integer n > 1 is called perfect if o(n) = 2n. Prove that an even 
number n > 1 is perfect if and only if n = 2?-1(2? — 1), with 2 — 1 
prime. 


Proof. Suppose first that n = 2?-1(2? — 1), with 2? — 1 prime. Since o 
is multiplicative, we have 
2P? —1 

a(n) = o(2?-1) -o (2? — 1) = ma 2? = 2n, 
hence n is perfect. The converse is more difficult. Suppose that n = 2*m 
is perfect, with k > 1 and m odd. Again, by multiplicativity of o we 
have 

Qkt+lm = 2n = 0(2*)a(m) = (2**1 — 1)o(m). 


Since gcd(2*+1,2*+1 — 1) = 1, there is an integer a such that m = 
a(2*+1 — 1) and o(m) = 2*+1a. If a > 1, then 1,a and m are divisors of 


552 


47. 


48. 


Chapter 8. Solutions to practice problems 


m, hence o(m) > 1+a +m = 1 +2%tta, a contradiction. Hence a = 1, 
m = 2*+1 — 1 and o(m) = 2*+1 = m + 1. The last equality implies that 
m is a prime, which finishes the proof, since n = 2*m = 24 (2+1 —1). O 


Let n be an even positive integer. Prove that o(o(n)) = 2n if and only 
if there is a prime p such that 2? — 1 is a prime and n = 27t, 


Proof. Suppose that n = 2?! with 2P —1 prime. Then o(n) = 2?—1 and 
o(o(n)) =1+2? —1 = 2? = 2n. Conversely, suppose that o(a(n)) = 2n 
and write n = 2m, with k > 1 and m odd. Suppose by contradiction 
that m > 1 and note that the condition o(a(n)) = 2n can be written 


o((2®*1 — 1)o(m)) = 2**1m. 
Since 1, ¢(m) and (2*+1!—1)o0(m) are different divisors of (2*+!—1)o(m), 
we deduce that 
gk+lin S14 a(m) + (2+1 nat 1)o(m) > ak+16(m) > tim, 


a contradiction. Hence m = 1 and n = 2*+1, with o(2*+! — 1) = 2*+1, 
This clearly implies that 2*+! — 1 is a prime, hence k+ 1 = p is a prime. 
The result follows. O 


(Romania TST 2010) Prove that for each positive integer a we have 
o(an) < o(an + 1) for infinitely many positive integers n. 


Proof. The idea is to choose n prime (so that an has few divisors) such 
that an+1 has many prime divisors. Suppose that py, ..., Pk are pairwise 
distinct primes that do not divide a and that n > a is a prime such that 
an+1=0 (mod pj...p,). Then 


o(an-+1) > (an+1)-T] (142) >an- fI (1+). 


i=l i=1 Pi 
On the other hand 


o(an) = o(a)o(n) = o(a)(1 +n) < 2o (a)n. 
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It is thus enough to ensure that 


MERRE 


i=l Pi 


in order to have o(an) < o(an +1). It is now clear how to proceed: let 
P1, P2,... be the increasing sequence of primes that do not divide a. Since 
only finitely many primes divide a, by theorem 4.74 there is k such that 


k k 

1 i. 2 

II (1+=) >yo= scala), 

i=1 i/ ga Pi : 

Fixing such a k, Dirichlet’s theorem yields the existence of infinitely 

many primes n such that an+1=0 (mod pjpo...p,). The result follows. 
oO 


(IMO Shortlist 2004) Prove that for infinitely many positive integers a 
the equation r(an) = n has no solutions in positive integers. 


Proof. We will prove that if a = p?-!, with p > 3, then the equation 
has no solutions. Assume that n is a solution and let m = an, so that 
at(m) = m. Since a divides m, we can write m = p’s with r > p— 1 
and s relatively prime to p. Then the equation becomes 


(r +1)r(s) =p" ?*1s. 


This forces r > p (otherwise r = p — 1 and the right-hand side is not a 
multiple of p, while the left-hand side is divisible by p). Let k = r—p+1, 
so that k > 1 and 
(k + p)r(s) = pës. 
Since T(s) < s, we deduce that k +p > pë. Assume that k > 2, then 
p? — p = p(p*1 — 1) > 3(3*"1 — 1) > 3- 2(k — 1) > k, 


a contradiction. Thus k = 1 and (p + 1)r(s) = ps. Write now the prime 
factorization of s, 
s = pi ...p4t. 
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Then for all ¿ we have 


aaa aa ear 7 aj. > a; > i 
pt+l S j Pj Pi 2° 


p yy ee 


On the other hand 


2% > 14a; t (3). 


Combining these inequalities yields 


A 
o( 5 <aj+1 


for all i. Since p > 4, this immediately implies a; = 1 for all 7. But then 
the equation (p + 1)r(s) = ps becomes 
(p+ 1)24 = p - pr...pa. 


We deduce that p | 24(p +1), which is obviously impossible. Therefore 
for such a the equation has no solution and the result follows. o 


(IMO) Let T(n) be the number of divisors of a positive integer n. Find 
T(n?) 


T(n) 


all positive integers k such that k = for some n. 


T(n?) 
T(n 
n= 1then k= 1. Ifn > 1andn = pi) ... p3: is the prime decomposition 
of n then T(n?) = (2r1 + 1)... (2r + 1) is an odd number and hence k 
is odd. Conversely, let k = 2m + 1 is an odd number. We shall prove by 
induction on m that there are r1,...,Ts and hence n such that 


_ (2r1+1)...(2rs +1) _ T(n?) 
~ (ry +1)... (rs+1) T(n)’ 


for some n. If 


Proof. Answer: all odd positive integers k. Let k = 


If m = 1 then 
_ (2-2+1)(2-4+1) 


(2+1)(4+1) 
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Suppose that for all m < M we can write 2m + 1 as a fraction of the 
desired form and let k = 2M + 1. If k +1 = 2 - t, where t is odd then 


k+1 k+1 
t= < —— <k. 
d Sz S 
Consider the numbers 
ry = 2! — 2% — 29 ro = 2r1,... ry = 21r]. 


Then for nı = pj)... p;’ we have 


_ (nt) (2r1+1)... (2+1) _ 2+1 wt-1 


=m) (m+... (m+) n+l t: 


1 


2 
Since t < k we now that there is no = qf" ...q9° such that t = wna 
Then choosing the primes p;,...,p, different from qi,...,qs we set n = 
ning and get 


T(n?) Cc |e 
7(n) Eo Hay ce 1l=k. 


Hence the induction is finished and the statement is proved. O 


A positive integer a is called highly divisible if it has more divisors than 
any number less than a. If p is a prime number and a > 1 is an integer, 
we write vp(a) for the exponent of p in the prime factorization of a. 
Prove that 

a) There are infinitely many highly divisible numbers. 

b) If a is highly divisible and p < q are primes, then vp(a) > vp(a). 

c) Let p,q be primes such that p* < q for some positive integer k. Prove 
that if a is highly divisible and a multiple of q, then a is a multiple of 
p. 

d) Let p,q be primes and let k be a positive integer such that p* > q. 
Prove that if p** divides some highly divisible number a, then q divides 
a. 

e) (China TST 2012) Let n be a positive integer. Prove that all suffi- 
ciently large highly divisible numbers are multiples of n. 
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Proof. We will constantly use the formula 


r(x) = [](1 + »(2)) 


ple 
for the number of divisors r(x) of x. 


a) Suppose that there is a largest highly divisible number a. Then for 
b > a we have 7(b) < maxj<,7(j), hence the sequence (7(b))ps4 is 
bounded. This is clearly absurd. 


b) If up(a) < v,g(a), then b = rO abt eae is less than a and 
T(b) = r(a), contradicting the fact that a is highly divisible. 


c) Let b= ae Note that b < a, hence r(b) < Tr(a), since a is highly 
divisible. We deduce that 


Uq(a)(vp(a) + k + 1) < (1 + vp(a))(1 + v4(@)), 


which simplifies to kug(a) < 1 + vp(a). Since vg(a) > 1 by assumption, 
it follows that vp(a) > k, thus p! divides a and we are done. 


d) Suppose that q does not divide a and let b = me Again, b < a hence 
T(b) < T(a), which translates into 


(1 + up(a) — k)(2 + ug(a)) < 1 + v(a). 


Since vg(a) = 0, this reduces to 1+ vp(a) < 2k, contradicting the fact 
that p?* divides a. 


e) Let pı, p2, ... be the increasing sequence of primes. It suffices to prove 
that for all n and k, all sufficiently large highly divisible numbers are 
multiples of (p1..-Pn)*. By part b), it suffices to ensure that such numbers 
are multiples of p*. Suppose that this is not the case, hence infinitely 
many highly divisible numbers a; are not multiples of pe. Let q be a 
prime greater than pk. By part c), a; are not multiples of g, hence their 
prime factors are all less than q by part a). Let q1, ..., qs be all primes less 
than q and let m be such that q7 > q. If a; is sufficiently large, then at 
least one of the numbers vg, (ai), ---, Vgs (ai) is greater than 2m. By part 
d) it follows that q divides a;, a contradiction. The result follows. O 
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Let n > 1 be an integer. Compute 


(D3 9a). 


d|n 


Proof. If n is odd, then so is 4 for all d | n, hence 


Y(-1)49(@) = - Vo e@ = 


d|n d|n 


by Gauss’ theorem 4.112. Suppose that n is even and write n = 2*m 
with k > 1 and m odd. Then 4 is odd if and only if ve(d) = k, that is 
d = 2*e with e | m. Hence 


Y(-D4#9@= YL pld) -$ yee) =Y plad) - 252° *y(e). 


d|n d|n elm d|n elm 
vo(d)<k 


Using Gauss’ theorem 4.112 twice, we obtain 


Y (-1)ip(d) =n—2*m =0. o 
d|n 


(IMO 1991) Let 1 = a < ag < ... < Gyn) be the totatives of n > 1. 
Prove that @1, a2, ...,@y(n) form an arithmetic progression if and only if 
n is either 6, a prime number or a power of 2. 


Proof. It is clear that if n = 6, a prime or a power of 2, then ay, ..., dyn) 
form an arithmetic progression, so let us prove the converse. The case 
n < 6 being easy, we assume that n > 7. Then y(n) > 3. If a2 = 2, then 
a1, 02, -.-, p(n) must be consecutive numbers and so, since ay(n) = n— 1, 
we must have y(n) = n — 1. Thus n is relatively prime to 1,2, ... n — 1, 
and so n is a prime. If ag = 3, then we must have a; = 2j — 1 for all j, 
son — 1 = 2y(n) — 1 and n = 2y(n). Write n = 2m with k > 1 and 
m odd, then the equation becomes m = v(m), with the unique solution 
m = 1, so n is a power of 2. 
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Assume now that ag > 3. Thus n is a multiple of 3. Moreover, 

n-1l= Qpg(n) = 1+ (y(n) — 1)(a2 — 1). 
Note that 3 does not divide a2, and the last relation shows that 3 does 
not divide az — 1, thus ag = 2 (mod 3). But then az = 2ag — 1 = 0 
(mod 3), contradicting the fact that gcd(a3,n) = 1. Thus this case does 
not lead to any solution, and the result follows. o 


Let n > 2. Prove that n is a prime if and only if y(n) | n— 1 and 
n+1]|o(n) (recall that o(n) is the sum of the positive divisors of n). 


Proof. One direction being obvious, suppose that y(n) | n — 1 and 
n-+1|o(n) and let pi, ..., pg be the (pairwise distinct) prime factors of 
n. If there is i such that p2 | n, then p; | y(n) | n — 1, a contradiction. 
Hence n = pjp2...p,. Suppose that k > 1. Note that n is odd, since 
y(n) is even (the case n = 2 is excluded by the hypothesis k > 1) and 
y(n) | n—1. Thus all p; are odd, hence 2* | y(n) = (pı — 1)...(p_ — 1). 
In particular 4 | y(n) | n — 1 and so 4 does not divide n+ 1. Also, 
2k | o(n) = (pı + 1)...(pk + 1). Combining the last two observations, 
we deduce that 2*-! divides ee) hence on) > 2k-1_ This is however 
absurd, since 


TE O: 


Remark 8.13. A famous conjecture of Lehmer asserts that an integer 
n > 1l is a prime if and only if y(n) divides n — 1 (of course, only one 
implication is difficult). This is still open, even though one knows that 
the possible counterexamples are huge. 


Let k be a positive integer. Prove that there is a positive integer n such 
that y(n) = y(n + k). 


Proof. Let p be the smallest prime not dividing k and choose n = (p—1)k. 
Then y(n + k) = y(pk) = (p — 1)y(k). On the other hand, 


o(n) =op- =p- T] (1-2) 


a\(p—1)k q 
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and since all prime factors q of p—1 are prime divisors of k (by minimality 
of p) we deduce that 


= (p= HET] (1-7) =P- Deh = vin + 8) 
alk 


solving the problem. O 


Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


p) _ ¥(2) p(n) 
a te ee ee 


Proof. The key observation is that 


2-1 Qk t= 


yh ayy Burd YT ow. 


k=1 k=1 j>1 52 jk=d,k<n 


Now for all d > 1 we clearly have (using Gauss’ theorem 4.112) 
E k) Eok) = 
jk=d,k<n kld 
thus 


Since 
nar at (n + 1)g”+i +r 


(z - 1)? ' 
we deduce by choosing z = 1/2 and letting n — oo that 
oO 
d 
Yan? 
d ? 
d=1 2 
and the result follows. O 


e+2Qe27+...4+n2" = 
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Remark 8.14. The argument shows that 


Ds en) = 2, 


n>1 


and, more generally, that for all z € (—1,1) we have 


Des Gear 


a) Prove that there are infinitely many integers n > 1 such that 


y(n) = p(k) + p(n — k) 


forall<k<n-1. 


b) Are there infinitely many n > 1 such that y(n) < y(k)+ y(n — k) for 
all<k<n-1? 


Proof. a) We claim that any odd prime p has this property. Indeed, we 
have 


g(k)+ o(p—k) <k-1+p—k—-1=p—2< p(p)=p-1. 


b) The answer is positive. Let pi,po,... be the increasing sequence of 
primes and define ng = pip2...pq. We will prove that this is a solution 
of the problem for d > 2. Choose any k € {1,2,...,nq — 1} and let 
qı < q2 < ... < q be the prime factors of k. Note that q1 > p1,q2 > po,--- 
and since 


P1---Pa = Na > k > Hh... => P1P2---Pi 
we must have l < d. We deduce that 


8.3. 


58. 


The fundamental theorem of arithmetic 561 


Since a similar inequality holds with ng — k instead of k, we conclude 
that 


= p(na), 


Pk) + lna =k) > k: PED 4 (ng — 4) SD 


proving that ng is a solution of the problem. o 


(AMM 11544) Prove that for any integer m > 1 we have 
m+k 2 
2k + 1) : 
> PUKE ) Sect $ i|= i 


Proof. Denote by £m the left-hand side of the equality. Then 


m-1 
m+k+1 m+k 
Pms- Am = m+ 1)+ Y kD (|™ EIT | - erl) 


Recall that in general EJ — |%| = 1 if and only if k | n + 1, thus 


Tm+1 — Zm = Y(2m + 1) + 5 p(2k + 1). 
0<k<m-1 
2k-+1\m+k+1 


The condition 2k +1|m+k+1 is equivalent to 2k +1 |2(m+k+1) 
and also with 2k +1 | 2m + 1. Since all positive divisors of 2k + 1 are 
odd, we obtain 


p(2m+1)+ Š 9(2k+1)= X vd) =2m+1, 
0<k<m-1 d|2m+1 
2k+1|m+k+1 


the last equality by Gauss’ theorem 4.112. Thus 
Imt+1 — Tm = 2m + 1 


and the result follows by induction. O 
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Remark 8.14. The argument shows that 


p(n) _ 2, 


nD 2—1 


and, more generally, that for all z € (—1,1) we have 


ar T 
D3 E 


57. a) Prove that there are infinitely many integers n > 1 such that 


p(n) > p(k) + y(n — k) 


foralll<k<n-1. 


b) Are there infinitely many n > 1 such that y(n) < y(k)+ y(n — k) for 
all<k<n-1? 


Proof. a) We claim that any odd prime p has this property. Indeed, we 
have 


p(k) + —(p—k) <k-1+p—k-1l=p—2< y(p)=p-1. 


b) The answer is positive. Let pı, p2,... be the increasing sequence of 
primes and define ng = pipo...pg. We will prove that this is a solution 
of the problem for d > 2. Choose any k € {1,2,...,nq — 1} and let 
qı < q2 <<... < qı be the prime factors of k. Note that q1 > p1,q2 > po,.-. 
and since 


Pi--Pd = Na > k > H.-G = PiP2---Pl 


we must have | < d. We deduce that 
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58. 


Since a similar inequality holds with ng — k instead of k, we conclude 
that 


atomu = Bh OO Gg EO Sed, 
Nd Nd 


proving that ng is a solution of the problem. o 
(AMM 11544) Prove that for any integer m > 1 we have 
m+k 2 
S y(2k + 1) aa i 
= 2k +1 
Proof. Denote by £m the left-hand side of the equality. Then 


m—-1 
m+k+1 m+k 


Recall that in general EJ — |%| = 1 if and only if k | n + 1, thus 


Lm+1 — Im = (2m + 1) + 5 p(2k +1). 
0<k<m-1 
2k+1\m+k+1 


The condition 2k +1 | m + k + 1 is equivalent to 2k +1|2(m+k+1) 
and also with 2k +1 | 2m + 1. Since all positive divisors of 2k + 1 are 
odd, we obtain 


p(l2m+1)+ So y(2k+1)= SS g(d)=2m+1, 
0<k<m-1 d|2m+1 
2k+1|m+k+1 


the last equality by Gauss’ theorem 4.112. Thus 
Tm+1 — lm = 2m + 1 


and the result follows by induction. O 
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59. a) Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


n n n 2 
250 ok) =14+ D0 uk) H 
k=1 k=1 
b) Prove that for all n > 1 we have 


< 2n+nlogn. 


ae + (2) +... + y(n) — Sn 


Proof. a) The identity 


gives 


k=1 k=1 d|k d=1 k<n 
dl 
-SLA y ga- Snol 
d=1 AE d=1 


Thus it remains to prove that 
n 
n 
OH 
d=1 
for n > 1. But with a similar argument we obtain 


Sula) He da) wis Dale 
d=1 ken =1 dlk 


since va, H(d) equals 0 for k > 1 and 1 for k = 1. 
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b) We will use the inequality 


which can be proved arguing as in the proof of theorem 4.130. Using 
the inequality x? — |r|? < 2z for x > 0, part a) and the result taken for 
granted, we obtain 


hoD + 902) +... + on) - pn 


-hÝ woll -5 


a. n 2 n+1 Qn 
= < -<2 l 
2 +h3 ie -[#})< 5 oe n+nlogn, 


using the ee 


Let @1,...,@y(n) be the totatives of n > 1. 


a)Prove that for all m > 1 we have 


m 
at’ +a? +... + aoin) = >> u(da™ (" +27 +.. (5) ) 
d|n 


b) Compute a? + a3 +... + a? 
Proof. a) Note that 


y= > S P-er y r. 


p(n)’ 


djn 1<k<n d|n 1<j<¥ 
gced(k,n)=d ged(j,4)=1 
In other words, if 
1<k<n 


gcd(k,n)=1 
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then (2) 
om -5 E -5 Sml@) 
(3) d|n dm 


d|n 
The desired identity then follows from Mobius’ inversion formula 


b) Taking m = 2 in part a) yields 


a? +03 +... + a2) = >> u(d)d? 
d|n 


(e+) 
o 4+) (441) 
— d)d _ahd Sd 
= nae F 


HOE Sus 2 dua, 


Epea g 
3da 2 an 6 om 


Using the identities (the second one uses the hypothesis n > 1) 
Dee u(d) = 0 
d|n d|n 


and 


d|n pin 


we conclude that 
a a +2JTa-p). o 


a + az FeaT Gin) = = | 
gm 


Remark 8.15. The identity obtained in part a) can be used to prove the 
equidistribution of the numbers $, %2, ..., Ten) as n — oo. This means 
that for each interval I C [0,1] we have 


In Teln) 
| {Fas morro n } = length (I) 


im, TE] 
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or equivalently 


y(n) 


Bese L1G) =f to 


for all continuous functions f : [0,1] > R. Finally, this reduces (thanks 
to the Weierstrass approximation theorem) to proving that 


; 1 p(n) (= ) m 1 
lim —~ a a =—-— 
n— o0 y(n) = n m+1 


for all m > 0, which is a not too difficult (but technical enough) conse- 
quence of part a) of the previous exercise. 


(Serbia 2011) Prove that if n > 1 is odd and y(n), y(n + 1) are powers 
of 2, then n + 1 is a power of 2 orn = 5. 


Proof. Observe first that if a is an odd integer such that y(a) is a 
power of 2, then a is squarefree and all of its prime factors are Fermat 
numbers. Indeed, if a = p*...pkr is the prime factorization of a, then 
pe. pke1 (py — 1)...(pr — 1) being a power of 2 forces kı =... = kp = 1 
and all p; — 1 being powers of 2, i.e. p; are Fermat primes. Thus 
we can write a = pı...pr and assuming that pı < ... < Pr, we obtain 
pit1 — 1 > (pi — 1)? (since p; = 2?” + 1 for some ay < ... < ar). We 
deduce that 
Pree @ _ yy _ Pi 
pı—17 pla) ipii 


1 1 1 pı—1 
TEn EN TE E 
( pid (pı — 1)? (pı — 1)4 pi — 2 
the last equality being a consequence of the general formula (valid for 
x € (0,1)) 
1 


(1+2)(14+27)(1+ zf)... = E 
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which follows directly from the difference of squares formula. We con- 
clude that if a is an odd integer for which (a) is a power of 2, then 
pı—1 

pi — 2’ 


Pl 
a)— < a<y(a)-: 
va) $ < (a) 


where pı is the smallest prime factor of a. 


Coming back to our problem, write y(n) = 24 and y(n + 1) = 2°, then 
applying the previous discussion to n and to the largest odd divisor of 
n +1, we obtain 


-1 
24A <24 P1 Pı n<24. Pı— + 
pı — o pi — 2’ 
B+ < oBti_M _ Saati ii er 1 
gal — 2’ 
where pı is the smallest prime factor of n and qı is the smallest odd 


prime factor of n + 1 (assuming that n + 1 is not a power of 2). Since 
pı, qı 2 3, we have pi < 2 and similarly for qı. We deduce that 


9A <n< pee 9B+1 <n< gett. 


which yields A = B+1. Combining this with the previous inequalities 
yields 

gal pı n+1 q č p-2 

=——— > —— and > — - —. 

a-2 pi-il n a-1l pı-1 
The first inequality yields pı > qı — 1, while the second one can be 
rewritten as 


1 pı—z4-1 
(pi: —1)(m - 1) 
Since gcd(n,n + 1) = 1, we cannot have pı = qi, thus necessarily pı > 
qı + 2 (since pı,qı are odd). We conclude that 


n < (pı — 1)(qı — 1) < pî. 


Since pı is the smallest prime factor of n, we deduce that n = pı. Thus 
= 1 + 2^ and y(24 + 2) = 27. Since we assumed that n + 1 is 
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not a power of 2, we have A > 1, thus y(24-!4 1) = 27. But then 
24-1 + 1 (which is odd) is a product of distinct Fermat numbers. Using 
the uniqueness of the binary expansion, we easily obtain that 24-1 + 1 
must itself be a Fermat prime, i.e. A -— 1 is a power of 2. But since 
1+ 24 = pı is a prime, A must also be a power of 2. We conclude that 
A=2andson=5. The result follows. O 


62. (Komal A 492) Let A be a finite set of positive integers. Prove that 
>> (-2)8'7 ged(S) > 0, 
SCA 
the sum running over all nonempty subsets S of A and gced(S) denoting 
the greatest common divisor of all elements of S. 


Proof. Let a, < ... < an be the elements of A and let N be their least 
common multiple. Let luja; be 1 if u | a; and 0 otherwise. The following 
relation follows directly from Gauss’ formula 


gcd(a, rosy Qip) = Xo y(u) = X glu) ` Luja tee luja, 


ulgcd (ai, -aip ) uN 
We deduce that 


5 (—2)!51-1 gcd(S) = 3 > ts 2 ged (ai, -- + Qip) 


SCA =1 i1 <...<ik 
n 
= 5o (-2)47 oe X` y(u) $ luja Tiia lujai, 
k=1 i1<...<ik ul|N 
n 
= X plu) . So e Y lula, aes lujai, 
uN k=1 i1<...<ik 
= 1-(1-2.- Diag) (1—2: Lies) ll = 2- Lulan) 
= Ppl) - tan E eah T E en, 
u|N 


All terms in the previous sum are nonnegative, and the term correspond- 
ing to u = an is equal to y(an). We conclude that 


5 (—2)!5!-1 ged(S) > (an) > 0. g 
SCA 
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8.4 Congruences involving prime numbers 


1. Prove that for all primes p the number 


11...122...2...99...9-—12...9 
—— 


is divisible by p. 


Proof. The result is clear for p = 2 and for p = 3 it follows by computing 
the sum of digits of the numbers involved, so assume that p > 3. By 
definition we have 
TET 27 G = 1087. 1 9 107. 
n 9 

p p p 


1 =t. 10? — 1 
“gee 9 


Therefore, we need to prove that 
10° . w- — 10° +2 (10% ; - — 10") +..49 (== = 1) 


is divisible to p. It suffices to check that 10* - wl = 10* (mod p) 
for all k > 0. By Fermat’s little theorem we have 10%? = 10* (mod p), 
hence it suffices to prove that 10* . 10—10 = 0 (mod p). This follows 
from Fermat’s little theorem since p Æ 3. O 


2. (Baltic Way 2009) Let p be a prime of the form 6k — 1 and let a,b,c be 
integers such that p|a+b+c and p | a*+6++c*. Prove that p | a,b,c. 


Proof. We have a = —b — c (mod p) and so 
b+ 4+c4+(b+c)*=0 (mod p), 


which can be rewritten as 2(b? + bc + c?)? = 0 (mod p). Thus p | 
b? + bc + @ and then p | b,c by corollary 5.30. The result follows. o 
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3. (Poland 2010) Let p be an odd prime of the form 3k + 2. Prove that 


p-1 
I] +k+1)=3 (mod p). 
k=1 


Proof. Since p = 2 (mod 3), the map z +» x? (mod p) is a permuta- 
tion of {0, 1, ...,p — 1} (by corollary 5.30) and induces a permutation of 
{2,....p —1}. Thus 


= —1 
p-2)!: T[G2 +64) =3- Tbe +h4 1) 
k=1 k=2 


p-1 p-1 
=3][(#-1)s3- [[(@-1) =3@-2)! (mod p) 
k=2 k=2 


and we conclude using the fact that gcd((p — 2)!,p) = 1. O 


4. (Iran 2004) Let f be a polynomial with integer coefficients such that for 
all positive integers m,n there is an integer a such that n|f(a™). Prove 
that 0 or 1 is a root of f. 


Proof. Let p be a prime and choose n = p and m = p— 1. By hypothesis 
there is a such that p | f(a?~1). Since a?-! = 0,1 (mod p), we have 
f(a?!) = f (0), f(1) (mod p) and so p | f(0)f(1). Since this holds for 
any prime p, we deduce that f(0)f(1) = 0, hence the result. O 


5. (Cippola, Rotkiewicz) Prove that if nı > n2 >... > nz > 1 are integers 
with k > 1 and 2 > nı then Fy,...Fp, and (271 — 1)...(2""* — 1) are 
pseudo-primes, where Fa = 22” + 1 is the nth Fermat number. 


Proof. Both numbers are clearly composite. Letting n = Fh,...Fn,, we 
need to prove that n | 2"~1—1. Since Fy,,.-.; Fn, are pairwise relatively 
prime (see example 3.12), it is enough to prove that Fn; | 2"~1—1 for all 
1<i<k. Since Fj, | 22"*" _ 1, we are further reduced to 22"** — 1 | 
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2”-1_1, or equivalently 2"'+! | n—1. Since F; j= 227 4.1 and 2% > m 
we have Fh, = 1 (mod 2”*+!) for all j and son — 1 = Fm Fn —1=0 
(mod 2”r+1), as desired. 


Now let m = (2¥™1 —1)...(2""* —1). Again, since Fn, .---, Fn, are pairwise 
relatively prime, so are the numbers 271 —1, ..., 2F”k —1 and so it suffices 
to prove that 2%”; — 1 | 2-1 — 1 for all j, or equivalently Fn; | m—1 
for all j. For this, it suffices to prove that 2%% — 1 = 1 (mod F;,,) for 
all 1 < u,j < k, or equivalently Fn; | 2%»! — 1. Since Fy, | 2H 1, 
we are further reduced to 2"*+ | Fa, — 1 for all j, u, which is again an 
immediate consequence of the hypothesis that 2”* > nı. o 


. (India TST 2014) Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients such 


that f(n) and f(2”) are relatively prime for all positive integers n. 


Proof. If f is constant, then clearly f is a solution of the problem if and 
only if f = 1 or f = —1, so assume that f is not constant. Then there is 
N > 1 such that |f(2%)| > 1. Let p be a prime divisor of f (2). For any 
positive integer k we then have p | f (2N + kp) and using the hypothesis 
of the problem it follows that p does not divide f(22"+*?). Note that 


227 +kp = 92" ok (mod p), hence f (227 +kp j=f (229%) (mod p), 


thus p does not divide f(22” - 2*). Since p | f(2%) and 22" . 2* — 2N | 
f(22” .2k) — f(2N), we deduce that p cannot divide 22” .2* —2 for any 
k > 1. This is absurd: we can always choose k > 1 such that 2 +k = N 
(mod p—1) and then p | 22” . 9k — 2N by Fermat’s little theorem. Thus 
no nonconstant polynomial can be solution of the problem and the only 
solutions are f = 1 and f = —1. o 


. (Rotkiewicz) An integer n > 1 is called pseudo-prime if n is composite 


and n | 2” — 2. Prove that if p,q are distinct odd primes, then the 
following statements are equivalent: 


a) pq is a pseudo-prime. 
b) p | 2971 — 1 and q | 2?-! — 1. 
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c) (2? — 1)(2% — 1) is a pseudo-prime. 


Proof. Let n = (2? — 1)(21 — 1). Suppose that pq is a pseudo-prime and 
let us prove b). By symmetry, it suffices to prove that p | 2971 — 1. But 
since pq is pseudo-prime, we have pq | 2?4 — 2, thus 2°41 = 2 (mod p). 
On the other hand, by Fermat’s little theorem 2?4 = 24 (mod p) and so 
21 = 2 (mod p), as desired. Thus b) holds. 


Suppose that b) holds and let us prove that n is a pseudo-prime. Since 
2? — 1 and 2% — 1 are relatively prime, it suffices to prove that each of 
them divides 2"~1 — 1, or equivalently that p and q divide n— 1. But by 
Fermat’s little theorem n — 1 = 21 — 1 — 1 = 29 — 2 (mod p) and since 
b) holds we obtain p | n — 1 and, by symmetry, q | n — 1, as desired. 


Finally, assume that c) holds. Then 2? — 1 | n | 2”71 — 1, thus p | n — 1. 
As in the previous paragraph n — 1 = 24 — 2 (mod p) and so p | 24 — 2 
and, by symmetry, q | 2? — 2. Now Fermat’s little theorem and what we 
have already established yield 


2P4 = (2?) =21=2 (mod p) 
and similarly 2°4 = 2 (mod q), thus pq | 2?4 — 2 and a) is proved. O 


2-1-1 
P 


8. (Gazeta Matematica) Find all odd primes p for which is a perfect 


power. 


Proof. It is easy to check that p = 3 and p = 7 are solutions and we will 
show that these are the only solutions. 


Write 2?-! — 1 = px” for some z,n > 1. We will discuss two cases. 
If n is even, write n = 2k and z = z*, then 2F - 1)(2°= +1) = pz’. 


Since 27 1 and 27 + 1 are relatively prime, we deduce that there 
is r € {—1, 1} such that 


pol pri 
22 r=, 22 r= p? 
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for some positive integers u,v with uv = z. If r = 1, then u? — 1 is 
a power of 2, which implies that u = 3 and p = 7. If r = —1, then 
—1 
2°> | u2 +1 and since u? + 1 cannot be a multiple of 4 we conclude 
p <3, then p=3. 
Suppose now that n > 1 is odd, then a similar argument yields the 
1 
existence of r € {—1,1} and u,v > 0 such that 2T +r = u” and 
-1 
27 -r= pu”. Then 
Fr =u -r= -r= (u — r) (uT! + ... + r”7t) 
and u”! +... +r”! is odd. We deduce that u”! +... +r”! = 1 and 
this gives u = 1, r = —1 and p = 3. o 


. (IMO Shortlist 2012) Define rad(0) = rad(1) = 1 and, for n > 2 let 


rad(n) be the product of the different prime divisors of n. Find all poly- 
nomials f(x) with nonnegative integer coefficients such that rad(f(n)) 
divides rad(f(nt@4(™)) for all nonnegative integers n. 


Proof. Let f be such a polynomial and suppose that f is not the zero 
polynomial (which is clearly a solution of the problem). Note that 
rad(n*) = rad(n) for all n and all k > 1. Let n be a nonnegative 
integer and define 79 = n and £k} = aden) Then by assump- 
tion rad(f(x,)) divides rad(f(zx41)) for all k. On the other hand, 
rad(xp41) = rad(xg) = rad(n) for all k, hence gp = n™4(")*, We con- 
clude that rad(f(n)) divides rad(f(n™4)")) for all n and all k. 


Since f is not the zero polynomial and since its coefficients are nonneg- 
ative, we must have f(1) # 0. Let p be any prime greater than f(1) 
and suppose that p divides f(n) for some nonnegative integer n. We 
will prove that p divides n. Replacing n by n + pm for a suitable m, 
we may assume that p — 1 divides n. Thus for k large enough we have 
p—1 | rad(n)* and since p does not divide n, Fermat’s little theorem 
gives n'@4(")* = 1 (mod p), thus f(n™4™") = f(1) (mod p) and so p 
does not divide rad(f (nt2d(n)*)), This contradicts the first paragraph 
and the fact that p divides f(n). 
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Thus for all primes p > f(1) such that p | f(n) for some n we have p | n. 
Writing f(X) = X*g(X) for some nonnegative k and some polynomial 
g such that g(0) 4 0, we claim that g is constant. Indeed, otherwise 
by Schur’s theorem 4.67 there are infinitely many primes p for which 
p | g(n) for some n. By the previous paragraph each such p divides n 
and so it also divides g(0). But then g(0) = 0, a contradiction. Hence 
g is constant and f(X) = cX* for some nonnegative integer c. Since all 
these polynomials are clearly solutions of the problem, we are done. O 


(Turkey TST 2013) Find all pairs of positive integers (m,n) such that 
2” + (n— y(n) —1)!=n"41. 


Proof. Let n,m be a solution of the problem, then clearly n > 1. Let p 
be the smallest prime divisor of n, then 


n 
n— y(n) > — 
p(n) F 


since all multiples of p between 1 and n are not relatively prime to n. 


If p < n — y(n) — 1 then taking the original equation modulo p yields 
p |2” —1. Since p | 2-1 — 1 we obtain p | gecd(n,p—1) — 1 = 1, the 
last equality being a consequence of the fact that p is the smallest prime 
factor of n, thus gcd(n, p—1) = 1. Hence we must have p > n—y(n) > Pi 
that is n < p*. Since p is the smallest prime factor of n, we deduce that 
n =por n = p°. If n = p the equality becomes 2” = n™ which forces 
n = 2 and then m = 2. Suppose that n = p? for a prime p, then the 
equation becomes op” +(p—1)! = p?™ +1. If p > 3 then the left-hand side 
is a multiple of 4, while the right-hand side is not. Thus p < 3. For p = 2 
we obtain m = 2 and for p = 3 we obtain 513 = 9”, with no solution. We 
conclude that the solutions of the problem are (m,n) = (2, 2), (2,4). O 


(Serbia 2015) Find all nonnegative integers x, y such that 


(22015 + 1)7 + 2708 = 2 +1. 
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Proof. There are two obvious solutions, namely (x,y) = (0, 2015) and 
(x,y) = (1,2016). Assume now that (x,y) is a solution with z > 1. 
Then 2¥ > (22015 + 1)?, so y > 4030. Taking the equation mod 24030 
yields 

1 + 22015, 4 92015 =1 +2% =1 (mod 24030), 


which shows in particular that 16 | £+1. Next, we work modulo 17. We 
have 24 = —1 (mod 17), thus 


22015 = 94503+3 = —8 =9 (mod 17), 


thus we obtain 10” +8 = 2¥ (mod 17). Since z = —1 (mod 16), we have 
by Fermat’s little theorem 


107 =10°1=-5 (mod 17). 


We conclude that 2¥ = 3 (mod 17). Writing y = 4k +r with 0 <r < 3, 
we finally obtain (—1)* - 2” = 3 (mod 17). A simple verification shows 
that there are no such r, k, showing therefore that there are no solutions 
with x > 1. Therefore we have already found all solutions. o 


(Italy 2010) If n is a positive integer, let 


Qn = gn?+1 - gr +l +5, 
Prove that infinitely many primes divide at least one of the numbers 
Q1, 4Q,.... 


Proof. Suppose that this is not the case and let pı,..., pẹ be all odd 
primes dividing at least one of the numbers aj, a2, .... Let 


n = s(pı — 1)...(p% — 1) 


for some positive integer s. Note that since 5 is among p1, ..., pp (as 
5 | a1) we have 4 | n and so an = 2 (mod 4), an = 1 (mod 3) and 
an = 2°41 + 97°41 = 4 (mod 5). In particular if an > 2 (which is 
definitely the case for s large enough, actually even for any s > 1) then 
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an must have a prime factor p greater than 5. By assumption this prime 
factor is among pj,..., pk and so p— 1 | n. Using Fermat’s little theorem 
we obtain a, = 2 — 3 + 5 = 4 (mod p), a contradiction. o 


(China TST 2010) Find all positive integers m,n > 2, such that 
a) m + 1 is a prime number of the form 4k — 1; 
b) there is a prime number p and a nonnegative integer a such that 
m2"-1_ 4 
m—1 
Proof. Let q = m+ 1 and note that by assumption m = 2 (mod 4). 


Taking the equation mod 4 yields 3 = q = p° (mod 4), which forces a 
being odd and p = 3 (mod 4). 
Next, write the equation as 
7’ 
me (m 41) = 


Assume hat n + 1 is even, and let vo(n + 1) = r, then aes r <n so 
that m?” +1 divides both ™ cae and m”+t + 1. Thus m?” +1 | mp* and 


since gcd(m?” + 1,m) = ee we ee that m?” + 1 is a power of p. But 
then p | m?” +1, a contradiction with p = 3 (mod 4). 


Hence n+ 1 is odd. Then q = m + 1 divides both m a and m™t! +1, 
hence as before q | p*. This forces q = p. Now, write the equation as 


qM HMH.. +m =m" Hg. 

If n > 3 then the left-hand side is congruent to q + 4 mod 8, while the 
right-hand side is congruent to g* = q (mod 8), a contradiction. Hence 
we must have n = 2 and the equation reduces to m + 1 = p°. We must 
have a = 1, hence the answer is given by pairs (m,n) = (q — 1,2) with 
q a prime of the form 4k — 1. m 
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Let p be a prime. Prove that there is a positive integer n such that p is 
the smallest prime divisor of n! + 1. 


Proof. Simply choose n = p— 1. By Wilson’s theorem p | n! + 1, and if 
q is a prime divisor of n!+1 then clearly q > n = p—1 (otherwise q | n!, 
a contradiction with q | n! + 1) and so q > p. O 


Let n > 1 and suppose that there is k € {0,1,...,n — 1} such that 
k(n —k—1)!+(-1)* =0 (mod n). 


Prove that n is a prime. 


Proof. Suppose that n is composite and let p be its smallest prime factor. 
Then p < yn. On the other hand by assumption p does not divide 
k!(n — k —1)!, thus p > k+1 and p > n—k. We deduce that 2p > 
n+1>p*+1, that is (p — 1)? < 0, a contradiction. Hence n is a prime 
number. o 


For each positive integer n find the greatest common divisor of n! + 1 
and (n + 1)!. 


Proof. Suppose that a prime p divides n!+1 and (n+1)!. Then p < n+1 
(since it divides (n+1)!) and p > n (otherwise p divides n!, hence cannot 
divide n! + 1). Thus p = n + 1. This shows that if n + 1 is not a prime, 
then gcd(n! + 1, (n + 1)!) = 1, while if n+ 1 = p is a prime, then 
gcd(n! + 1, (n + 1)!) is a power of p. By Wilson’s theorem, p divides 
n!+1 = (p-—1)!+1. Hence p divides ged(n! + 1, (n + 1)!). Moreover, 
p? does not divide (n + 1)!, since otherwise p would divide n! and so 
n+1 =p < n, a contradiction. Therefore gcd(n! + 1, (n + 1)!) = p if 
n+ 1 = pis a prime. O 


Let p be a prime and let a1, a2, ...,dp_1 be consecutive integers. 
a) What are the possible remainders of a1a2...ap—1 when divided by p? 


b) Suppose that p = 3 (mod 4). Prove that a1, ..., @pņ—1 cannot be parti- 
tioned into two sets with the same product of their elements. 
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Proof. a) If one of the a,’s is divisible by p, then clearly the remainder 
of a1@2...a@p-1 when divided by p is 0, so assume that aj,...,ap-1 are 
not divisible by p. Since a1, ...,@p-1 are p — 1 consecutive integers, they 
give pairwise different remainders when divided by p, and by assump- 
tion these remainders are nonzero. It follows that the remainders of 
a1, .-.,@p—1 when divided by p are a permutation of 1, 2,...,p — 1 and so 
by Wilson’s theorem 


@142...€p-1 = 1-2-....(p-1) =(p—1)!=-1 (mod p). 


Hence the answer of the problem is given by 0 and p — 1. 


b) Suppose that there is such a partition in two sets A and B and let 
x,y be the product of the elements of A, respectively B. By assumption 
x = y, thus 
r? = TY = Q142...Ap-1.- 

If a1a2...ap—1 is not a multiple of p, then part a) yields z? = —1 (mod p), 
thus p | z7+1, contradicting the fact that p = 3 (mod 4). Thus a1...ap—1 
is a multiple of p and so one of the a;’s is a multiple of p. Since aj, ..., @p—1 
are p— 1 consecutive integers, exactly one of them is a multiple of p. But 
then exactly one of the numbers z and y is a multiple of p, contradicting 
the equality x = y. O 


Find two primes p such that (p — 1)!+1=0 (mod p’). 


Proof. Clearly p = 5 is a solution of the problem. One can tediously 
check that p = 13 is also a solution. Here is a rather tricky way to do it 
without actually computing 12!: we have 


12! = (2-3-4-7)-(6-11-8-2-4)-(5-9-5-3) 


and one easily checks that the products in each parenthesis are congruent 
to —1 (mod 169): for the second set of parentheses note that 


6-11-8-2-4= 64-66 = 65? -1=-1 (mod 13?) 
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and similarly for the third one note that 
5-9-5-3=25-27=267—1=-1 (mod 137). 
The only known such primes are 5, 13,563, all others are > 2-10. O 


Find all sequences a}, a2, ... of positive integers such that for all positive 
integers m,n 
m! +n! | Q@m!+ an!. 


Proof. Clearly n! | an! for all n, thus an > n for all n > 1. Next, if p 
is a prime then Wilson’s theorem gives p | 1! + (p — 1)! | ax! + ap_1!. If 
p > aj, then p cannot divide a,! and so p cannot divide ap_1!. Since 
Qp-1 > p—1, we must have ap_1 = p — 1 for all p > a1. Thus for all 
n > 1 and all primes p > a; we have (p—1)!+-n! | (p—1)!+a,!, thus also 
(p—1)!4+ n! | an! —n!. Fixing n > 1 and varying p yields an! = n!. We 
conclude that the only solution of the problem is given by the sequence 
an =n for all n> 1. o 


Let p be an odd prime. A subset A of Z is called a complete set of 
nonzero residue classes modulo p if A consists of p — 1 integers giving 
pairwise distinct and nonzero remainders when divided by p. Prove that 
if A = {aj,a2,...,@p-1} and B = {b1,b2,...,bp—1} are complete sets 
of nonzero residue classes modulo p, then {a1b1,...,@p-1bp_1} is not a 
complete set of nonzero residue classes. 


Proof. Using problem 17 it follows that for any complete set A of nonzero 
residue classes modulo p we have [],¢4 @ = —1 (mod p). Therefore 


p-1 p-1 
[a= [[&=-1 (mod p) 
i=1 i=1 


and consequently 


p-l1 
[I (ait) =1A-1 (mod p). 


i=1 
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It follows that {a1b1,...,@p—1bp_1} is not a complete set of nonzero 
residue classes. O 
(Clement’s criterion) Let n be an integer greater than 2. Prove that n 


and n + 2 are both primes if and only if 


A4((n—1)!+1)+n=0 (mod n(n+2)). 


Proof. Suppose that n and n+ 2 are both primes. By Wilson’s theorem 
4((n—1)!4+1)+n = 0 (mod n). By theorem 5.49 we have 2(n—1)! = —1 
(mod n + 2), thus 


A((n—1)!4+1)+n=-24+44+n=0 (modn+2). 


This proves one implication, since gcd(n,n + 2) = 1. 

Assume now that 4((n — 1)!+1)+n=0 (mod n(n + 2)), in particular 
n | 4((n—1)!+ 1). Let us prove that n must be odd. Write v(x) for 
the exponent of 2 in the prime factorization of z. If n is even, then 
va(n) < v2(4((n — 1)!+1)) = 2. Moreover, if d is the largest odd divisor 
of n, then d < n so d | (n — 1)! and since d | n | 4((n — 1)! + 1) we 
deduce that d | 4 and then d = 1, that is n is a power of 2. Since 
va(n) < 2, it follows that n = 2 or n = 4, but neither of these satisfies 
4((n-1)!+1)+n =0 (mod n(n + 2)). 

Thus n is odd, and since n | 4((n—1)!+1) we deduce that n | (n—1)!+1 
and then that n is a prime. Next, let k = n + 2, then 


k | A(k—3)!+1) +h-2=4(k—-3)!+h+2, 


thus k | 4(k — 3)! + 2. Since k is odd, we deduce that k | 2(k — 3)! + 1. 
But then 


(k—1)!= (k— 3)!(k — 2)(k — 1) = 2(k —- 3)! = —1 (mod k), 


thus k is a prime and we are done. O 
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Let n > 1 be an integer. Prove that there exists a positive integer k and 
e € {—1, 1} such that 2k+1|n+ekl. 


Proof. Let p be an odd prime divisor of n? + 1 (such p exists since 
n? +1 > 4 and is not divisible by 4). Then p = 1 (mod 4) so taking 
k = ®* we have p = 2k+1| (k!)?+1 and p | n?+1, hence p | (k!)?—n?. 
Since p is a prime, p = 2k + 1 divides one of the numbers n + k! and 
n — k!, and the result follows. Oo 


(Moldova TST 2007) Prove that for infinitely many prime numbers p 
there is a positive integer n such that n does not divide p—1 and p | n!+1. 


Proof. The key is the congruence 
k\(p —1—k)! = (—-1)*! (mod p) 


established in theorem 5.49. Take for now an arbitrary even number k 
and assume that p | k! — 1, then necessarily p > k (otherwise p | k!) 
and the above congruence shows that p | (p — k —1)!+1. We want to 
ensure that p — k — 1 does not divide p — 1. If p—k—1]|p-—1, then 
p—1-—k|k. To make our life easier, choose k = 2q with q > 2 a prime, 
then necessarily p > 3 (since p > k) and so p — 1 — k (which is assumed 
to divide k = 2q) equals 2 or 2g. We cannot have p — 1 — k = 2 since in 
this case p | 2!+ 1 = 3, thus p — 1 — 2q = 2q and sop = 1 + 4q. It is 
now very easy to conclude: for each odd prime q choose a prime divisor 
p of (2q)! — 1 of the form 4k + 3 (this is possible since (2g)! — 1 = 3 
(mod 4)), then by the above discussion p is a solution of the problem. 
Since p > 2q, when q varies over all odd primes we get infinitely many 
solutions of the problem. o 


Find all polynomials f with integer coefficients such that for all primes 
p we have f(p) | (p—1)!+1. 


Proof. If f is constant, say f = c, then c | 2 and c | 3 thus c = +1. 
Conversely, the constant polynomials +1 are solutions of the problem, 
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so assume now that f is not constant. Replacing f with —f we may 
assume that the leading coefficient of f is positive. Thus if p is a large 
enough prime, then f(p) > 1. Let q be a prime factor of f (p) and assume 
that q 4 p. By Dirichlet’s theorem there are infinitely many primes r = p 
(mod q). Then f(r) = f(p) = 0 (mod q) and so q | f(r) | (r—1)!+1, 
yielding q > r for infinitely many primes r, a contradiction. Hence if p is 
a large enough prime, then f(p) is a power of p, say f(p) = p°? for some 
positive integer ap. If d = deg f, then there is a constant c > 0 such that 
f(x) < cx? for all x > 1. Thus p” < cp? for all large enough p and so 
the sequence (ap) is bounded. It follows that there is a positive integer 
a such that f(p) = p° for infinitely many primes p, but then f(x) = x 
for all x. We deduce that p° | (p — 1)! + 1 for all primes p and so 2° | 2. 
But then a = 1 and f(x) = x. Hence the solutions of the problem are 
the polynomials +1,+X. o 


(adapted from Serbia 2010) Let a,n be positive integers such that a > 1 
and a” +a”! +... +a +1 divides a™ +a")! + ...+a!! +1. Prove that 
n=lorn=2. 


Proof. In general, suppose that a” + a"! 4+... + a + 1 divides a* + 
... +a? + 1 for some positive integers k;. Let r; be the remainder of 
ki modulo n + 1. Since a®+...+a+1 | a™t! — 1, it follows that 
a” +...ta+1 |a%+...+a "+1. Suppose that c; is the number of r;’s 
equal to j. Thus co+...+c, = n and a”+...+a+1 | cna"+...+c,a+co+1. 


Consider now an n + 1-tuple (bo, ...,bn) of nonnegative integers which 
minimizes bo + ... + bn subject to the condition a” + ... +a + 1 | bna” + 
...+b1a+bo. If some b; > a, then replacing b; by b;—a and bj41 by bi+1 +1 
does not change bna” +... +b1a+bo, but diminishes bo +... +bn and yields 
an n + 1-tuple with a smaller sum, a contradiction. Hence all b; are less 
than a and so bna” +... +b1a +bo = r(a” +... +a+ 1) for some r < a. But 
uniqueness of base a representation then yields bn = ... = bọ = r. We 
conclude that the minimal value of bp + ... + bn = n + 1 and is obtained 
only when bọ =... = bp = 1. 
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Combining the previous paragraphs, we deduce that cn = ... = cp = 1 
and so T}j,...,7%% are a permutation of 1,2,...,.n. Applying this to our 
initial problem, we deduce that 1!, 2!,...,n! give remainders 1, 2, ..., n (in 
some order) when divided by n+ 1. If n+ 1 is a composite number and 
n > 3, then n! gives remainder 0 when divided by n + 1, hence this case 
is impossible. If n+ 1 = p is aprime and p > 3, then Wilson’s theorem 
gives (p—2)! =1 (mod p), hence (n—1)! and 1! give the same remainder 
mod n+ 1, again a contradiction. Hence necessarily n = 1 or n=2. O 


Let p be a prime. Prove that the sequence of remainders mod p of the 
numbers 1, 2?,3°, 44, ... is periodic and find its least period. 


Proof. To prove periodicity, note that 
(n+p? — p/P = n"tP-P =n" (mod p), 


the last congruence being a consequence of Fermat’s little theorem. We 
need to find the smallest positive integer T for which (n +T)"*7 = n” 
(mod p) for all n. Taking n = p we obtain (p + T)?+7 = pP (mod p), 
which reduces to T = 0 (mod p). But then n”? = (n+ T)"t? = n™? 
(mod p) for all n. Hence p | n(n? — 1) (mod p). It follows that n? = 1 
(mod p) for all n relatively prime to p and so (by corollary 5.76) p—1 | T. 
Conversely, if p — 1 | T, then p | n(n? — 1) for all n, by Fermat’s little 
theorem. We conclude that T is a period of the sequence if and only if 
p(p — 1) | T. Thus the smallest period is p(p — 1). O 


(Don Zagier) Somebody incorrectly remembered Fermat’s little theorem 
as saying that the congruence a+! = a (mod n) holds for all integers 
a. Describe the set of integers n for which this property is in fact true. 


Proof. The answer is 1, 2,6, 42, 1806. Let n be such an integer, then n is 
squarefree: if p | n we can choose a = p and obtain n | p(p” — 1), thus p? 
does not divide n. So, assuming that n > 1 (note that n = 1 is clearly 
a solution), we can write n = pj...p, with pı < ... < pz distinct primes. 
Fix i € {1,2,...,4}. By assumption for any a which is not a multiple of 
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pi we have p; | n | a(a” — 1), thus p; | a” — 1. We deduce from corollary 
5.76 that p; — 1 | n. In particular pı — 1 | n and since pı is the smallest 
prime factor of n, this forces pı — 1 = 1 and so pı = 2. Similarly, from 
p2—1|nand gcd(p2— 1, po...p,) = 1 we obtain po—1 | 2 and then po = 3 
(if k > 2). Continuing like this we obtain p3 = 7 (if k > 3), then p4 = 43 
(if k > 4). Assuming that k > 5 we obtain ps — 1 | 1806. It is however 
easy to see that there is no such prime ps, thus k < 4 and the solutions 
are given by 1,2,2-3,2-3-7,2-3-7-43, ie. 1,2,6, 42,1806. It is not 
difficult to see, using Fermat’s little theorem, that if n is squarefree and 
p—1|n for all primes p | n, then n is a solution of the problem. Oo 


Let p be an odd prime. Find the largest degree of a polynomial f with 
the following properties: 


a) deg f < p. 
b) the coefficients of f are integers between 0 and p — 1. 


c) If m,n are integers and p does not divide m — n, then p does not 


divide f(m) — f(n). 


Proof. First of all, the polynomial f(X) = X?-? is a solution of the 
problem. Indeed, assuming that p | m?~? — n?-? and that p does not 
divide m—n, we see that p does not divide mn. But then using Fermat’s 
little theorem we obtain m~! = n=! (mod p) (where x7! is the inverse 
of x modulo p) and then m =n (mod p), a contradiction. 


We will now prove that there is no polynomial f of degree p—1 satisfying 
a), b) and c). Suppose that such a polynomial exists, and write 


f= cX? +g 


with c € {1,2,...,p — 1} and deg(g) < p — 2. By condition c) 


f0)+fG)+...+-f(—-1) =0+1+...4(p-1) = ip 1) =0 (mod p). 


584 Chapter 8. Solutions to practice problems 


On the other hand Fermat’s little theorem combined with corollary 5.77 
yield 
f(0) +f) +... + f(p—1) = e(t 4+ 2? 1 +... + (p—1)?") 
+ 9(0) + 9(1) +... + 9(p — 1) 
=c(1+1+..+1)+0=-c (mod p), 


a contradiction since c is not a multiple of p. Thus the answer of the 
problem is p — 2. O 


29. (Iran TST 2012) Let p > 2 be an odd prime. If i € {0,1,..,p — 1} and 
f =a9+a,X +...+a,X” is a polynomial with integer coefficients, we 
say that f is 7-remainder if 


a; =i (mod p). 
j>0,p—1|j 


Prove that the following statements are equivalent: 


a) f, f?,...,f?~? are 0-remainder and f?-! is 1-remainder. 


b) f(0), f(1), .... f(p — 1) form a complete residue system modulo p. 
Proof. Corollary 5.77 shows that for any polynomial 

f=anptayX +... + an X” 
with integer coefficients we have (with the convention 0° = 1) 


fO +f) +... +flp-1)= Sa +1 +... + (p — 1)f) 


j=0 


= D a; (mod p), 


j>0,p—1|j 


hence f is i-remainder if and only if 


f0)+fQ)+...+f(p-1) = -i (mod p). 
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Suppose first that f(0), f(1),..., f(p— 1) form a complete residue system 
modulo p. We need to prove that f(0)J + ...+ f(p — 1)? = 0 (mod p) 
for 1 < j < p — 2 and f(0)?!+...4 f(p—1)?-! = —1 (mod p). But 
since f(0) + f(1)9 + ... + f(p — 1) = 0f +11 +... + (p— 1) (mod p), 
the result follows from corollary 5.77. 

Conversely, assume that f, f?,..., f?~? are 0-remainder and f?~! is 1- 
remainder and let a; = f(j). By assumption aĝ +... + al = 0 (mod p) 
for 1 < j < p -— 2 and abt +.. + ai = —1 (mod p). This last 
congruence combined with Fermat’s little theorem shows that exactly 
one of ao, ...,@p—1 is a multiple of p. Similarly, if c is any integer then 


= ea Be E Ween ey 
So (ax —cpPlt= oS a, — ( i p> ae" +... + p(er! 
k=0 k=0 k=0 

=-1 (mod p) 


and so exactly one of ag — c, ..., a@p—1 — c is a multiple of p. This is equiv- 
alent to the fact that ao, ...,ap—ı is a complete residue system modulo 
p. O 


Find all integers n > 2 for which n | 2” +3” +... + (n — 1)”. 


Proof. Let n be such a number and let p be a prime divisor of n. Write 
n = kp and observe that 


1” +27 +... + (n-— 1)” =k" +2” +...+(p—1)") (mod p), 
since 
(px +1)” +... + (pr +p—1)"=1"4+...4(p—1)" (mod p) 
for all x. We deduce that 
k(1” +2” +...4+(p—1)")=1 (mod p). 


In particular p does not divide k, i.e. p? does not divide n. Since p 
was an arbitrary prime, this means that n is squarefree. On the other 
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hand, the sum 1” + 2” + ... + (p — 1)” is not divisible by p thanks to the 
previous congruence. Corollary 5.77 implies therefore that p—1|n and 
so 1” +... + (p — 1)” = —1 (mod p). Thus k = —1 (mod p). In other 
words, n must be squarefree, p — 1 | n and p | P +1 for all p | n. The 
solution of problem 27 shows that the first conditions are already enough 
to ensure that n = 6,42 or 1806. It is not difficult to check that each of 
these numbers is a solution of the problem: by the above computations 
this comes down to checking that p — 1 | n and p | p +1 for each p |n, 
which is straightforward. Thus the solutions of the problem are 6,42 
and 1806. O 


(Alon, Dubiner) Let p be a prime and let a1, ..., a3, b1, ..., b3p be integers 
such that 


3p 3p 
So ai = So bi =0 (mod p). 
i=1 


i=1 


Prove that there is a subset I C {1,2,...,3p} with p elements such that 


Xai = Xb; =0 (mod p). 


tel iel 


Proof. Consider the following system of congruences 


3p—1 
Ss a?-1=0 (mod p). 


i=1 


Since 3(p — 1) < 3p — 1 and z1 = xq =... = £3p_-1 = 0 is a solution, by 
corollary 5.88 the system has a nontrivial solution (2;)1<i<3p—1. Let 


I= {ill <i<3p—1,2;40 (mod p)}, 
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then Fermat’s little theorem combined with the equations of the system 
yields 
S>a;=0 (modp), X b;=0 (mod p). 


i€I icl 
Moreover, we have p | |Z|, thus |I| = p or |I| = 2p. In the first case 
it suffices to choose the set J, in the second case we can choose its 
complement (this is where the hypothesis that the sum of the a;’s and 
the sum of the b;’s are multiples of p is used). O 


Prove that for any n > 1 the number (n)* + ee +... + (m° is a multiple 
of any prime p € (n, $n]. 


Proof. Let 
A=(n+1)(n+ 2)...(p—1), 
with the convention that A = 1 ifp=n+1. For all j € {0,1,...,n} we 
have 
Al?) = (p—1)-...-n(n—1)...(n-—7 +1) 
j j! 
 (@-i)(p-i+1)...(p-1) 


= (n— J+). (P-1-3) - 


Since (p — j)(p — j +1)...(p — 1) is congruent to (—1) - j! modulo p, we 


deduce that F 
A (") => fG) (mod p), 
j r= 
where 
f(X) =(n—X41)*....-(p—X - 1). 


Note that 
deg(f) =4(p-1—n)<p-1 
thanks to the hypothesis of the problem. Also 


f(n+1) =...=f(p—1) =0, 
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thus (using corollary 5.77) 
n p-1 
2 fG) = DO FG) =0 (mod p) 
j=0 j=0 


and we conclude that A*- )7"_5 oi is a multiple of p. Since A is not a 
multiple of p, the result follows. o 


Let f be a monic polynomial of degree n > 1, with integer coefficients. 
Suppose that b1, ..., bn are pairwise distinct integers and that for infinitely 
many primes p the simultaneous congruences 


f(x +b) = f(x + b2) =... = f(x +bn)=0 (mod p) 
have a common solution. Prove that the equations 
f(z + bi) =... = f(z +bn)=0 


have a common integral solution. 


Proof. Since bı,...,bn are pairwise distinct, they are pairwise distinct 
modulo p for all sufficiently large primes p (more precisely for all primes 
p not dividing the nonzero integer [];.;(bi — ;)). We only consider such 
primes p from now on. By assumption for infinitely many such primes 
p we can find an integer £p such that f(zp + bi) = 0 (mod p) for all 
1<i<n. Using Lagrange’s theorem, we deduce that 


#0) =] [(X—x— 5) (mod p), 
i=l 


since the difference between the two sides is a polynomial of degree at 
most n — 1 that has at least n distinct roots modulo p (namely the 
numbers xp + b; with 1 <i <n). Writing 


F(X) = X” + an-1 X"! +... + a0, 
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we deduce that 


n 
Gn—1 = —NTp — So bi (mod p). 


i=1 
Letting 
n 
A= —An—-1 — Sob, 
i=1 
we obtain nz, = A (mod p). Since nzp = A (mod p) and f(£p+b;) =0 
(mod p), it follows that for all 1 <i<n 


nif (= + bi) =0 (mod p). 


The left-hand side is independent of p and since the congruence holds 
for infinitely many primes we deduce that f (4 + bi) =0forl<i<n. 
By the rational root theorem the rational number A + b; must be an 
integer, thus x := A is an integer and f(x + bi) = 0 for 1 < i < n. The 
result follows. o 


(Romania TST 2016) Given a prime p, prove that 
Lš] 
Seo 
k=1 
is not divisible by q for all but finitely many primes q. 


Proof. Since each prime q # p is of the form q = pn +r for some 
1 <r <p- l1, it will be enough to prove that for each such r there are 
only finitely many n such that pn +r | 1271 + 2271 +... + nP-1!. Let us 
fix r € {1,2,...,p — 1} and assume that pn +r | 1271 +... + n?! for 
infinitely many n. 


The first key observation is that for each k > 1 there is a polynomial 
fk with rational coefficients, of degree k + 1 and leading coefficient rH» 
such that 

1E +20 +... +n" = ț feln) 
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for all n > 1. This is easily established by induction on k, using the 
following relation to pass from k — 1 tok 


(n+1)*+1_-1 = (FT ate. + ie (" Me (ee 


This relation follows immediately by adding up the relations (for 1 < 


j <n) 
, k+1\ 4, [k+2\ 4- 
G+ -y= ( ; Je- { i Je Re 


deduced from the binomial formula. 
Let f = fp_1, so that 


nP 


P14 Poh + tea 3 


Choose the smallest integer M > 1 such that M f has integer coefficients. 
Then p | M, since the leading coefficient of f is = We know that 
pn+r | M f(n) for infinitely many n. But pn+r also divides pP? (M f(n)— 
Mf ee )), thus pn + r divides p?Mf (=5 ) for infinitely many n. This 
yields M f (ae = 0. Using example 3. 64, we obtain the existence of a 


polynomial g with integer coefficients such that 
M f(n) = (pn +r)g(n) 
for all n. Since f(n) is an integer for all n, p | M and gcd(p, pn+r) = 1, 


we deduce that p | g(n) for all n. However degg = deg f — 1 = p — 1, 
thus Lagrange’s theorem yields g = 0 (mod p). But then 


ere eee) 
; f(X) = (PX +r) P 


has integer coefficients, contradicting the minimality of M. The result 
follows. m 
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35. (China 2016) Let p be an odd prime and aj, aa, ..., ap be integers. Prove 
that the following two conditions are equivalent: 


a) There is a polynomial P of degree < pot such that P(i) = a; (mod p) 
for alll < į < p; 


—1 
b) For any 1 < d < PF 


P 
È (aisa -ai)? =0 (mod p), 


i=1 


where indices are taken modulo p. 


Proof. The fact that a) implies b) is fairly easy. Indeed, if a; = P(i) 
(mod p) and deg P < eS, then considering Q(X) = P(X + d) — P(X) 
we have deg Q < 23, thus deg(Q?) < p — 1 and so (by corollary 5.77) 


Yai *=0 (mod p), 
i=1 


which is exactly the content of part b). 


Let us turn now to the interesting implication. Note that since p is odd 
and 1+ d,2 + d,...,p + d is a complete residue system modulo p, the 
congruence in part b) is equivalent to 


p Pp 
> a = 5 ilid 


i=1 i=1 


forall 1 <d < eS. Consider a polynomial P of degree < p—1 such that 
P(t) = a; (mod p) for 1 < i < p (P is actually unique by Lagrange’s 
theorem). It is not difficult to construct such a polynomial: choose 
integers b; such that b; [];z;(¢ — j) = 1 (mod p) and set 


P(X) = So abs [](X — 3). 


i=1 j#i 
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Consider now the polynomial 
p 
=) P(i)P(X +7). 
i=l 


The hypothesis of the problem becomes Q(d) = Q(0) (mod p) for 1 < 
d< bo For such d we also have (using that 1 — d, 2 — d, ...,p — d is a 
complete residue system mod p) 


P P 
Q(-d) = X P(i)P(i-d) = X P(j+d)P(i) = Q(d)=Q(0) (mod p), 


thus the congruence Q(X) — Q(0) = 0 (mod p) has at least p solutions. 
Since deg Q < p — 1, Lagrange’s theorem yields Q = Q(0) (mod p), i.e. 
all coefficients of the polynomial Q — Q(0) are multiples of p. 


Finally, write 
P(X) =aX" + 6X"! +... (mod p), 


with a # 0 andr < p—1. Assume that r > aa and let k = 2r — (p— 1). 
Note that k > 0 and k < r. Since 
Q(X) = SPOX +4)" + P(X ED +..], 
i=1 
the coefficient of X* in Q(X) — Q(0) is 
r—k r— 1 \ ge jeg 
Sri @(; J: +( k Ji +...) 
i=1 


and this is 0 mod p by the previous discussion. We deduce that 
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Note that since deg(P - X’~*-9) = 2r — k — j = p — 1 — j, we have (by 
corollary 5.77) 


Spar =—a (mod p), S par- =0 (mod p),... 
i=1 


i=1 


Thus the previous congruence becomes 


a G) =0 (mod p). 


This is certainly impossible, since a is not a multiple of p and p > r > 
k. O 


(USAMO 1999) Let p be an odd prime and let a,b,c,d be integers not 
divisible by p such that 


ra rb rc rd 
ee ea ee ee oe 
P Pp P Pp 
for all integers r not divisible by p (where {x} is the fractional part of x). 


Prove that at least two of the numbers a+b,a+c,a+d,b+c,b+d,c+d 
are divisible by p. 


Proof. This is a very difficult problem! Let r(x) € {0,1,...,.p—1} be the 
remainder of x mod p, so that the hypothesis of the problem becomes 


r(an) + r(bn) + r(en) + r(dn) = 2p 


for any n relatively prime to p. Call such a 4-tuple (a,b,c,d) good. 
Clearly if (a,b, c,d) is good, then so is (ka, kb, kc, kd) for any k which is 
not a multiple of p. Note also that if (a, b, c, d) is good, then a+b+c+d = 
0 (mod p), since r(a) + r(b) + r(c) + r(d) = 2p = 0 (mod p). 

Let 

_ 2r(x) — r(2z) 


Q(z) 7 
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in other words Q(x) = 0 if 1 < r(x) < (p — 1)/2 and Q(x) = 1 if 


(p — 1)/2 < r(x) < p. It follows from the first paragraph that 


Q(ka) + Q(kb) + Q(ke) + Q(kd) = 2 
for all 1 < k < p and all good 4-tuples (a, b,c, d). 


Next, choose! a polynomial P(X) with integer coefficients, of degree 
at most p — 2, such that P(x) = Q(x) (mod p) for all x not divisible 
by p, and define R(X) = P(X +1) — P(X). Then R(x) = 0 (mod p) 
for z = 1,..., 353, PHL, ..,p — 2 and R(®5*) is not divisible by p. We 
deduce from Lagrange’s theorem that the coefficient of X?~? in R is not 
divisible by p and hence the coefficient of X?~? in P is not divisible by 
p. Next, letting 


S(X) = P(Xa) + P(Xb) + P(Xc) + P(Xd), 


the congruence S(x) = 2 (mod p) has at least p — 1 solutions (by the 
second paragraph and the choice of P) and since deg S < p—2, we deduce 
from Lagrange’s theorem that S(X) = 2 (mod p), thus the coefficient of 
XP?-? in § is divisible by p. Combining the previous observations yields 


aP? + pp? 4 cP? 4 dP? =0 (mod p), 
which can be also written (by Fermat’s little theorem) 
at+o1'4+c¢1!+d1=0 (mod p), 


where we write x! for the inverse of z modulo p. Since a+b+c+d = 0 
(mod p), it follows that 


at+o4+¢'=(a+b+c) (mod p) 


and multiplying by abc(a+b+c) we easily obtain (a+b)(b+c)(c+a) =0 
(mod p). By symmetry, we may assume that a +b = 0 (mod p). Since 
a+b+c+d=0 (mod p), we also have c+d = 0 (mod p) and the result 
follows. O 


1The existence of such a polynomial follows easily from Lagrange’s interpolation theorem; 
see the solution of the previous problem for the simple argument. 
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37. Let n be a positive integer such that p = 4n + 1 is a prime. Prove that 


38. 


n” =1 (mod p). 


Proof. We have 4n = —1 (mod p), thus 4” - n” = (—1)” (mod p). It 
suffices therefore to show that 4” = (—1)” (mod ae But 

ra PF = (1) = (1) = (1) (mod p), 
as needed. o 
Let p be an odd prime. Prove that the number of integers n € 


{1, 2, ...,p — 2} such that n and n + 1 are both quadratic residues mod p 
is CD 7 Ma —1. 


Proof. Let N be the desired number and observe that 


mE 30+G)) +P): 


since the term indexed by n in the sum is 1 if n and n+ 1 are both 
quadratic residues mod p, and 0 otherwise. Expanding the product and 
rearranging terms yields 


—2 p—2 p—2 
p-2 1% (2) 1 (= 1 n(n +1) 
N=-—+-S>(-)+=505(—]+-5 (=). 
4 AaS AaS P 4a P 
On the other hand, we clearly have 
p—2 = 7 p—2 
E S re ae 
n=1 p 
while proposition 5.111 gives 
5 (a Ss (nat ») adi 
n=1 Pp n=1 p 


The result follows by combining these relations. O 
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Remark 8.16. One can also establish this result directly, by carefully 
analyzing the solutions of the congruence y? — x? = 1 (mod p). 


(Gazeta Matematica) Prove that for any n > 1 the number 3” + 2 does 
not have prime divisors of the form 24k + 13. 


Proof. Suppose that p = 13 (mod 24) is a prime divisor of 3” + 2 for 
some n > 1. Since p = 1 (mod 4) and p = 1 (mod 3), we deduce from 
the quadratic reciprocity law that 


9-0 


However since p = 5 (mod 8), we also compute that 


o 
p p/\p 
This is a contradiction since 3" = —2 (mod p), but the left-hand side is 
a quadratic residue modulo p while the right-hand side is not. o 


Prove that there are infinitely many primes p = —1 (mod 5). 


Proof. Let n > 1 and consider a prime divisor p of N = 5(n!)? — 1 
such that p is not congruent to 1. mod 5. Such a prime exists since 
otherwise N would be congruent to 1 mod 5, which is certainly not the 
case. Since p | N, we have 5 = (5n!)? (mod p), thus 5 is a quadratic 
residue mod p. The quadratic reciprocity law then implies that p is a 
quadratic residue mod 5, and since p is not congruent to 1 mod 5, we 
must have p = —1 (mod 5). Since p > n, varying n we obtain infinitely 
many primes p = —1 (mod 5). O 


Let p = a? + b? be an odd prime, with a,b positive integers and a odd. 
Prove that a is a quadratic residue mod p. 
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Proof. It suffices to prove that any prime factor q of a is a quadratic 
residue mod p. Note that q £ p and that p = b? (mod q), thus (2) = 1. 
Using the quadratic reciprocity law, we deduce that 


(2) aye a, 


the last equality being a consequence of the fact that p = 1 (mod 4) 
(since p is a sum of two squares). The result follows. O 


Let n be a positive integer and let a be a divisor of 36n4 — 8n? + 1, such 
that 5 does not divide a. Prove that the remainder of a when divided 
by 20 is 1 or 9. 


Proof. It suffices to prove the same statement for each prime factor of 
a, thus we may assume that a = p is a prime. 

First, since p | (6n? — 1)? + (2n)? and p does not divide simultaneously 
6n? — 1 and 2n, we deduce that p = 1 (mod 4). It remains to prove that 
p = 1,4 (mod 5). Since p Æ 5, by the quadratic reciprocity law this is 
equivalent to showing that : = 1, i.e. that 5 is a quadratic residue 
mod p. But p | (6n? +1)? — 5- (2n)? and p does not divide 2n (otherwise 
p would also divide 6n? + 1, impossible), which makes it clear that 5 is 
a quadratic residue mod p. The result follows. m 


Are there positive integers x,y,z such that 8ry = z + y + 22? 


Proof. Assume that such integers exist, then they also satisfy 
(8a — 1)(8y — 1) = 82? +1. 


If p is a prime divisor of 82—1 or 8y —1, then p | 8z? +1, thus (4z)? = — 

(mod p) and so —2 is a quadratic residue mod p. We deduce that p = 1,3 
(mod 8). Since 3-3 = 1 (mod 8), the product of a finite number of primes 
of the form 8k +1 or 8k +3 is congruent to 1 or 3 modulo 8. We deduce 
that 82 — 1 = 1,3 (mod 8), which is absurd. Thus the equation has no 
solutions. o 
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(Komal A 618) Prove that there are no integers x, y such that 
r? —-r+9= 5y?. 


Proof. Assume that x,y are such integers. Note that the left-hand side 
is odd and a multiple of 3, thus y must be odd and a multiple of 3, say 
y = 3t. Then z?—24+9 = 5y? = 5 (mod 8), thus z?—x+4 = 0 (mod 8), 
which implies that x is even and then that 4 | z, say x = 4z. Note that 
z must be odd, as z = 4 (mod 8). The equation can be rewritten 


4z(162? — 1) = 9(5t? — 1). 


Note that 5¢? — 1 is not a multiple of 3 (for any t), thus the highest 
power of 3 dividing the right-hand side is 9. Also, one of the numbers z 
and 162? — 1 must be a multiple of 9 and the other must be relatively 
prime to 3. If p #3 is a prime factor of z or 162? — 1, then p | 5t? — 1, 
thus 5 is a quadratic residue mod p. The quadratic reciprocity law (note 
that p # 2 as z and 162z? — 1 are odd) yields p = +1 (mod 5). Thus all 
prime factors different from 3 of z and 16z? — 1 are +1 mod 5. Since z 
is either relatively prime to 3 or of the form 9u with u relatively prime 
to 3, we deduce that z = +1 (mod 5). It follows that 1627 — 1 = 0 
(mod 5), which is impossible since 9(5t? — 1) is not a multiple of 5. Thus 
the equation has no solutions. O 


Let p be an odd prime divisor of nt — n3 + 2n? +n + 1, for some n > 1. 
Prove that p = 1,4 (mod 15). 


Proof. Let 
f(n) = 4(n* — n? + 2n? +n +1). 


One can directly check the equalities 
f(n) = (2n? -n +1) +3(n +1) = (2n? —n +3)? — 5(n — 1}?. 


Note that 2n? — n + 1 cannot be a multiple of 3 and 2n? — n + 3 cannot 
be a multiple of 5. Thus p 4 3,5. We have 


(2n? —n +1)? = —3(n +1)? (mod p) 
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and p does not divide 3 or n+ 1 (if p | n +1, the previous congruence 
yields p | (2 + 1 + 1)?, impossible), we obtain ($3) = 1, which by the 
quadratic reciprocity law can be rewritten ($) = 1. Thus p = 1 (mod 3). 


Similarly, the congruence 
(2n? —n +3)? =5(n—1)? (mod p) 


combined with the quadratic reciprocity law yields (2) = 1, thus p = 1,4 
(mod 5). Combining these we conclude that p = 1,4 (mod 15). o 


Prove that infinitely many primes don’t divide any of the numbers 
antl _ 3" with n > 1. 


Proof. Suppose that p > 3 is a prime that divides gn’+1 _ 37 for some n. 
Thus 2”°+1 = 3” (mod p). Note that n and n2 +1 have different parity. 
We deduce that (2) =lor (2) = 1. The first case happens if and only 
if p = +1 (mod 8), while the second case happens (using the quadratic 
reciprocity law) if and only if p = +1 (mod 12). We conclude that p 
must be congruent to one of the numbers 1, 7,11, 13,17,23 modulo 24. 
By Dirichlet’s theorem we can find infinitely many primes congruent to 5 
modulo 24, and the previous argument shows that none of them divides 
a number of the form 2+! — 3”. m 


a) (Gauss) Prove that an odd prime p can be written a? + 2b? for some 
integers a,b if and only if p = 1,3 (mod 8). 


b) (Euler, Lagrange) Prove that a prime p Æ 3 can be written a? + 3b? 
if and only if p = 1 (mod 3). 


Proof. a) Suppose first that p = a? + 2b?. Then a? = —2b? (mod p). 
Since b is not a multiple of p, we deduce that (2) = 1, which is equiv- 
alent to p = 1,3 (mod 8). 

Conversely, assume that p = 1,3 (mod 8), so that by the above discus- 
sion —2 is a quadratic residue mod p. Let u be an integer such that 
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u? = —2 (mod p). Using Thue’s lemma (see theorem 5.59), we can find 
integers a,b such that |a|, |b| < „p, a,b are not both 0 and a = ub 
(mod p). Then a? = u2b? = —2b? (mod p), thus p | a? + 2b?. Since 
a? + 2b? < 3p, we deduce that p = a? + 2b? or 2p = a? + 2b?. In the 
first case we are done, so assume that 2p = a? + 2b?, so that a = 2c and 
p =b? + 2c?. This finishes the proof. 


b) The proof is very similar to that of a) and we leave the details to the 
reader. The key point is that —3 is a quadratic residue mod p if and 
only if p = 1 (mod 3) (this follows directly from the quadratic reciprocity 
law). This immediately settles one implication. For the more difficult 
implication, one uses Thue’s lemma as above to deduce the existence of 
integers a,b such that |a], |b| < /p, a,b are not both 0 and p | a? + 302. 
If p = a? + 3b? or 3p = a? + 3b?, one immediately obtains the desired 
conclusion. If 2p = a? + 3b? one obtains a contradiction by taking the 
relation mod 3. oO 


Remark 8.17. Proceeding in a similar (but slightly more technical) way, 
one can prove the following result of Lagrange and Gauss: if p Æ 5 is a 
prime, then p can be written a? + 5b? for some integers a,b if and only if 
p =1,9 (mod 20), and 2p can be written a? + 5b? if and only if p = 3,7 
(mod 20). In general, given an integer n > 1 it is a very delicate problem 
to describe all primes that can be represented x? + ny? for some integers 


Dy: 
(Moldova TST 2005) Let f,g : N — N be functions with the properties: 
i) g is surjective; 

ii) 2f(n)? = n? + g(n)? for all positive integers n. 

iii) |f(n) — n| < 2004,/n for all n € N. 

Prove that f has infinitely many fixed points. 


Proof. Let pn be the sequence of prime numbers of the form 8k +3 (the 
fact that there are infinitely many such numbers follows from Dirichlet’s 


theorem, or from example 5.131). Then ( - ) = —1 for all n. Letting £n 


nr 
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be an integer such that g(£n) = pn, we obtain 2f (£n)? = x2 + p2, thus 
2f(£n)? = x2 (mod pn). Since (2) = —1, we deduce that pn|£n and 
Pn|f (£n). Thus there exist sequences of positive integers an, bn such that 
Ln = AnPn and f(£n) = bnPpn for all n. Using ii) we obtain 2b2 = a2 +1 
and iii) yields 


2004 | fen) _y| = |e a. 


Thus 


gat, 


in 


and so Jim, an = 1. Therefore, ae: from a certain n onwards, we 
have an = 1 = bn, that is f(pn) = pn. The result follows. o 


(Romania TST 2004) Let p be an odd prime and let 


i=1 
a) Prove that f is divisible by X — 1 but not by (X — 1)? if and only if 
p =3 (mod 4); 


b) Prove that if p = 5 (mod 8) then f is divisible by (X — 1)? but not 
by (X — 1). 


Proof. a) Note that f(1) = Z2} (3) = 0 and 


fl) = Se-n ($) = SÈ) = So- (2 *) 


i=1 i=1 


= (1) =o- (2) =- DF. 
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Hence for p = 1 (mod 4) we have f’(1) = 0 and f is divisible by (X —1)? 


If p = 3 (mod 4), then 
p-1 
rp) Sai Cand). 


ray=52(8) =E- 


i=1 i=1 


thus f is divisible by X — 1 but not by (X — 1}?. 
b) Using part a) we obtain 
p—1 i p—1 i 
fa) = D@-349) (4) = Fe (i) 
i=1 p izi P 


and we need to show that this is nonzero. We will prove that f”(1) 
(mod 8). Since i 2 (2) =i (mod 2) and (2i — 1)? = 1 (mod 8) for all 4, 


we have 


f'a) = Sar (=) + Se =j)? (==) 


=1 


1 
eae 1) 244 oe i) (mod 8), 


2 
=4) 1 
i=1 i=l 
Pot 
since )7,2, 1 = prot = 1 (mod 2). It suffices therefore to prove the 
equality 
PS Oo. 
D (= — =) E 
i=1 P 


For this, simply note that since p = 1 (mod 4) we have 


aea 


i=1 \ P i=l i=l 
since J22} (ż) = 0. This finishes the proof. 
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50. For an odd prime p, let f(p) be the number of solutions of the congruence 


y? = r? — z (mod p). 


a) Prove that f(p) = p for p = 3 (mod 4). 
b) Prove that if p = 1 (mod 4) then 


—1 


Ea @ 


4 


(mod p). 


c) For which primes p do we have f(p) = 


DPE] 


a) If p = 3 (mod 4), then for all z we have 


(52) (G) E)E) 


Proof. We have 


p-1 r3 
fo) =5, ( + ( 


x=0 


thus 


and f(p) =p 

b) Writing p — 1 = 4l, we have (using the binomial formula and the 
-1 

congruence (2) =a F (mod p)) 


SE) =F (03 — 2) ey (Ze p-1+2l-2k(_1)k 


z=1 p z= T k=0 


at p [2 142(I—k 
2 51) ap a +2(I-k) (mod p). 
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Note that 

Fata k) — = Ft k) (mod p) 

x=1 x=1 
and (by corollary 5.77) the last sum is congruent to 0 mod p unless l = k 
(as this is the only case when 2(l — k) is a multiple of p — 1 = 4l, for 
0 < k < 2l), in which case the sum is congruent to —1 mod p. We 


conclude that 
p-1/,3 
2’ -— 2 2l 
5 (#2) së) man 


x=1 p 


as desired. 


c) Since (— 1) A 2.) is obviously not a multiple of p, we conclude that 


no p = 1 (mod 4) isa solution of the problem. Combining this with part 
a) shows that the solutions are the primes of the form 4k + 3. oO 


Is there a polynomial f of degree 5 with integer coefficients such that f 
has no rational root and the congruence f(x) =0 (mod p) has solutions 
for any prime p? 


Proof. The answer is positive, we will show that f(X) = (X?+3)(X%42) 
is a solution of the problem. Clearly f has degree 5 and no rational root. 
If p = 2, then f (0) = 0 (mod p), so assume that p > 2. If p = 1 (mod 3), 
then a simple calculation using the quadratic reciprocity law shows that 
(2) = 1 and so there is x such that z? +3 = 0 (mod p). Thus the 
congruence f(x) =0 (mod p) is solvable in this case. Suppose now that 


p = 2 (mod 3), then the map z ++ z3 (mod p) is bijective (see theorem 


5.29), so the congruence z? + 2 = 0 (mod p) is solvable. Thus f is a 
solution of the problem. o 


Remark 8.18. For more details on this problem, the reader can consult 
the article "Polynomials (x — n) (x? +3) solvable modulo any integer" by 
A. M. Hyde, P. D. Lee and B. K. Spearman, published in the American 
Mathematical Monthly, vol. 121, no. 4, p. 355-358. 
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52. Let p be an odd prime and let a be an integer not divisible by p. Let 
N(a) be the number of solutions of the congruence y? = z?+ax (mod p) 


and let 
p-1 3 
k? +ak 
LORDI (5#) 


k=0 Pp 


1) Prove that N(a) = p+ S(a). 
2) Prove that if p = 3 (mod 4) then S(a) = 0 for all a, hence N(a) = p. 
We assume from now on that p = 1 (mod 4). 


3) Prove that if b is not a multiple of p, then 
2 b 
S(ab*) = 5 S(a). 


4) Prove that 

p-l 

> S(a)? = 2p(p — 1) 

a=0 
and that if A = S(—1) and B = S(a) for any quadratic non-residue a, 
then 

A? + B? = 4p. 

5) Prove that A = —(p+1) (mod 8). 


6) Deduce the following theorem of Jacobsthal: let p = 1 (mod 4) be 
a prime and write p = a? +b? with a,b integers, a odd and a = ~$} 
(mod 4). Then the congruence y? = x?—z (mod p) has p+2a solutions. 


Proof. 1) This is clear, since for each x the congruence y? = z? + az 
(mod p) has 1 + (=t) solutions. 


2) Since 


(p — k)? +a(p — k) = —k? — ak = —(k? +ak) (mod p) 
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and p = 3 (mod 4), we obtain for all k 


(p — k)? + a(p — k) -(=). k? +ak\  — (ke +ak 
p p p p j 
Adding these relations for k = 0,1,..., = gives S(a) = 0 and N (a) = 


3) Since the remainders of 0, b, 2b, ..., (p — 1)b when divided by p are a 
permutation of 0,1, ...,p — 1, we obtain 


(es) = 5 (=) > (ey ES < + w) 


k=0 k=0 p k=0 P 
P-1 /13 
z (2) (* =) = (2) S(a). 
phe \ P p 
4) We have 


BESO) a a) 
= -F (E NE (Eca), 


a=0 Pp 


For fixed k,l, the inner sum X$ o (Ea) equals —1 when k? and 


I? are not congruent modulo p and p— 1 otherwise, by proposition 5.111. 
It follows that 


p-1 = 

kl kl 
3 Oa ee nee (ey a 
a=0 0<k,l<p—1, k?=l? (mod p) P 


Next, we have 
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Finally, note that if k? = 1? (mod p) and k,l are not multiples of p, then 
(#) = 1, since k = +l (mod p) and (=) = 1. It follows that 


kl 
(=) = 2(p — 1) 
0<k,l<p—1, k?=12? (mod p) p 


and so 


p—1 
> S(a)? = 2p(p — 1). 


a=0 


The second part follows, since S(a) = A whenever (2) = 1 and S(a) = B 
whenever (2) = —1, thus 


—1 
3 S(a)? = S(0)? + (p — 1)(4? + B?) = (p — 1)(4? + B?). 


a=0 


5) This is fairly tricky. Note that 


Next, consider the expression 


a DEEE 


and note that for k Æ 0, 1, p — 2 the corresponding term in the sum is the 
product of three even numbers, thus a multiple of 8. When k = 0,1,p—1 
we use the fact that (#) = 1 to obtain 


2 


E=4+4(1+ 8) =4 (mod 8). 
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On the other hand, brutally expanding we obtain (using proposition 
5.111) 


p—1 . p—1 ? P 

k k k 

E=p+ 5 X (=) + X X js) +A 
je{-10,1}k=0 ` P i<je{—1,0,1} k=0 p 


=p+ X 0+ J, (-1)4+A=p-3+A. 
jE{—1,0,1} i<jE{—1,0,1} 


Thus p — 3 + A = 4 (mod p), which yields A = —(p+1) (mod 8). 


6) It is immediate to check that A and B are even numbers, hence 


an. 


is the unique way to write p as the sum of two squares, up to sign. The 
previous part determines uniquely A and the result follows easily. O 


(Mathematical Reflections) Find all primes p with the following prop- 
erty: whenever a,b,c are integers and p | a2b? + bc? + ca? +1, we also 
have p | a2b?c?(a? +b? + c? + a*b?c?). 


Proof. This is a very difficult problem! The answer is 2,3,5,13 and 17. 
Define X1(p) as the set of solutions in {0, 1, ...p — 1}° of the congruence 
a*b? + bc? + cea? +1 = 0 (mod p), and similarly let X2(p) be the set of 
solutions of the congruence a?b?c? (a? + b? + c? + a*b?c”) = 0 (mod p). 
We want to find all primes p for which X1(p) C Xo(p). 

First, we prove that 2,3,5,13 and 17 are solutions of the problem. Sup- 
pose that (a,b,c) € X1(p) \ X2(p) for some prime p. Letting z = a’, 
y = b, z=’, it follows that z,y,z are quadratic residues modulo p, 
zy +yz+zxr+1 = 0 (mod p) and ryz(x +y + z + zyz) is not divisible 
by p. Since 


e(zy +yz +zgr+1)+ (x+y + z+ zgryz) = (x +e)(y +e)(z +e) 


for € = +1, we deduce that x, y, z are not equal to 0 or +1 modulo p. This 
already excludes the cases p = 2, p = 3 and p = 5. Moreover, we cannot 
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have x+y = 0 (mod p) (and similar congruences obtained by permuting 
the variables x, y, z), as otherwise we would also have zy+1 = 0 (mod p) 
and then x+y+z+zyz = 0 (mod p), a contradiction. Similarly, we can- 
not have zy+1=0 (mod p) (and similarly with permutations of x,y, z). 
Finally, x, y, z must be pairwise distinct if p € {13,17}, for one tediously 
checks that for these primes the congruence 2?+2zz+1 = 0 (mod p) has 
no solutions with x, z quadratic residues modulo p different from 0, +1. 
Using these observations and the fact that the quadratic residues modulo 
13 (respectively 17) are 0, +1, +3, +4 (respectively 0, +1, +2, +4, +8), 
one easily (but tediously!) checks that there are no triples (x,y,z) with 
all the previous properties. It follows that 2,3,5,13 and 17 are solutions 
of the problem. 


Next, we prove that if p > 3 is of the form 4k+3, then X;(p) is nonempty 
and disjoint from X2(p), hence p is not a solution of the problem. Pick 
an integer c such that c? is not congruent to 0 or 1 mod p (such c exists, 
since p > 3). Note that if a € {0,1,..., bt}, then p does not divide 
a? + c? (as p = 3 (mod 4) and p does not divide c), thus we can define 
a map f by imposing f : {0,1,..., py} — {0,1,...,p—1}, 


f(a)(a? + Ê) = —(a2c? +1) (mod p). 


We claim that this map is injective. Indeed, if f(a) = f(a1), then an 
easy computation gives (a? — a?)(c* — 1) = 0 (mod p), hence a = aj 
(mod p) (because c? + 1 are not divisible by p). Since f is injective and 
since there are ptl quadratic residues mod p, it follows that there are 
a,b € {0,1,...,p — 1} such that f(a) =b? (mod p), which is equivalent 
to (a,b,c) € Xı(p). Hence Xı(p) # 0. 

Next, suppose that (a,b,c) € Xı(p) N X2(p). Since p = 3 (mod 4), 
p does not divide abc, hence a?(b?c? + 1) + b? + c* = 0 (mod p) and 
a? (b? + c?) +b? +1 = 0 (mod p). This yields (a* — 1)(b? + ê) = 0 
(mod p), then a? = 1 (mod p) and finally (1 + b*)(1 + 2) = 0 (mod p), 
a contradiction with p = 3 (mod 4). 


Finally, suppose that p = 1 (mod 4) and p > 17. We will construct an 
element of Xı(p) which is not in X2(p), finishing the solution. Since 
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p = 1 (mod 4), there exists x € Z such that z? +1 = 0 (mod p). We 
will need the following 


Lemma 8.19. The congruence a? + ab + b? = x (mod p) has at least 
p— 1 solutions. 


Proof. Write the congruence as (2a + b)? + 3b? = 4x (mod p). So it is 
enough to prove that the congruence u? + 3v? = t (mod p) has at least 
p—1 solutions when p does not divide t. But the number of solutions is 
p+ DE (=22) and the result follows from proposition 5.111. m 


Now let S be the set of solutions of the previous congruence. For each 
(a,b) € S we have an element (a,b, c) of Xı(p), where c = —a—b. Indeed, 


ab +b + ea? +1 = ț (ab + be + ca)? +1 = (a? +ab +b?) +1 
=z? +1=0 (mod p), 


hence (a,b,c) € Xı(p). Now we bound the number of these elements 
that lie in X2(p). Suppose that (a,b,c) € X2(p). If a = 0 (mod p), then 
b? = x (mod p) and (a, b) takes at most two values mod p. Similarly the 
cases b = 0 (mod p) and c=0 (mod p) yield each at most 2 values for 
(a,b) mod p, hence we have at most 6 elements of this form in X2(p). 
The other possibility is that a? + b? + c? + a2b*c? = 0 (mod p). Since 


a +b? +e = 2a? +b? +ab)=2x2 (mod p) 


and 
a2 = (a(a+b))? = (£ —8°)? (mod p), 


we obtain 2x + b?(x — b?)? = 0 (mod p). This congruence has at most 
6 solutions by Lagrange’s theorem, and each solution b corresponds to 
at most two pairs (a,b). Hence X2(p) contains at most 12 elements of 
this type. Thus in total X2(p) contains at most 18 of these elements of 
Xı(p). Since p > 17 and p = 1 (mod 4), we have at least one element of 
Xı(p) which is not in X2(p). O 
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Let n be a positive integer and let p > 2n + 1 be a prime. Prove that 


p-1 
a = 0" A ) (mod p). 
Proof. We have 


@ _ (Qn)! _ 2:4.. (2n) 1:3... (22-1) 


n n!2 n! n! 
oom L3 (Qn-1) 
~ n! l 


Since n < p we have gcd(n!,p) = 1 and so the desired congruence is 
equivalent (after multiplication by n! and division by 2”) with 


1-3-....(2n—1) = Gei Ca = 1)... (25 eye 1) Gods): 


This congruence follows by multiplying the congruences 
=b a : 
(—2) (2-3) sjdi 
forO<j<n-1. o 


(Mathematical Reflections O 96) Prove that if q > p are primes, then 


pq|(?%)- (4) -1 
P p 
Proof. If p = q, this comes down to P) = 2 (mod p?) and has already 


been proved (see example 5.157). So suppose that q > p. By Vander- 
monde’s identity 


PF) GO) G2) OG) 


and each term in the sum except for the first and last one is a multiple 
of pq. Oo 
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(Hewgill) Let n = no +2n,+...+2%ng be the binary representation of an 
integer n > 1 and let S be the subset of {0,1,...,n} consisting of those 
k such that () is odd. Prove that 


De ae as a 
kes 


where Fk = 22" 4+ 1 is the kth Fermat number. 


Proof. By Lucas’ theorem, the elements of S are precisely those 
k = ko + 2k, +... + 24ka € {0,1,...,n} 
with 0 < kj < n; for all 0 < i < d. We deduce that 
no nı Nd no Nd 
DEE SP Se See ee a Dad bee Dra 
kes ko=0ki=0 kg=0 ko=0 kg=0 


It suffices to observe that since no, ..., na € {0,1}, we have 


Nd 
J 2 = (24.1)",..., YO 2 ka = (2 4 1)"4., o 
ko=0 kg=0 


(Calkin) Let a be a positive integer and let 


m= 3 (2) 


k=0 


for n > 1. Let p be a prime, n an integer greater than 1 and let 
n = no + pni t+... + pîna 


be its base p representation. Prove that 


d 
Ln = Il Zn, (mod p). 
i=0 
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Proof. Clearly 


n= >> C) (mod p), 


kESn 


where Sn is the set of those k € {0,1,...,n} for which p does not divide 
(%)- By Lucas’ theorem the set Sn consists of the numbers 


k=ko+pki+... + ptkg 


with 0 < ki < n; for all 0 < i < d, and moreover for each k € S we have 


d 
n\ _ Ni 
(JELE) an 
We obtain therefore 


nS SSME A(S) -ie man 


ko=0ki=0 kqg=0i=0 i=0 \k;=0 i=0 
as needed. O 
Let p be a prime and let k be an odd integer such that p — 1 does not 
divide k + 1. Prove that 
je =0 (mod p°). 
jalJ 
Proof. It suffices to prove that 
P- 1 
De F =0 (mod p°). 
j=l 


But 


p-1 p-1 k 
20 = (et Go A =)= Toa TS a 


j aa Fe 
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and since k is odd, the binomial formula gives 
j* + (p—j)* = kpj** (mod p). 


It suffices therefore to prove that 


p-1 1 
=0 (mod p) 
Lm j(p - j)Ă ! 
or equivalently that 
p—1 1 
Y-a Jr =0 (mod p). 
j= z1 
This follows from proposition 5.149. o 


(Tuymaada 2012) Let p = 4k + 3 be a prime and write 


E EIEE N ES EEE EE 
02+1 12+1 ` (p—1)?+1 n 


for some relatively prime numbers m,n. Prove that p | 2m — n. 


Proof. Since p = 3 (mod 4), the numbers 0? + 1,1? + 1,...,(p — 1)? +1 
are not multiples of p by corollary 5.28. Next, we argue as in the proof 
of Wilson’s theorem, by creating pairs of the form (x,y) with z,y E€ 
{2, 3, ...,p — 2} uniquely determined by zy = 1 (mod p). Note that for 
such a pair (x,y), 


lt EE a 
gece y?+1 eal 


=1 (mod p). 
ieee ( p) 


Since the congruence z? = 1 (mod p) has no solutions in {2,...,p — 2} 
we deduce that 
1 1 p—3 


Sg ee eee. Aad 
Baa Geared a ee): 
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hence 

1 1 1 p—-3 1 pti 
Se Sf hy Fe EEE i a se 
Vai een Gord og 
The result follows. oO 
(IMO Shortlist 2012) Find all integers m > 2 such that n | (,,"5,,) for 


any integer n € [F, 3]. 


Proof. We will prove that the solutions of the problem are exactly the 
prime numbers. If m is a prime number, then for any n € [}, 7] the 


number 
n n-l 
_2 = 
(m 2) ls a ee il 


is a multiple of n and since ged(n, m — 2n) = 1 we obtain n | (mon): 


Conversely, let m be a solution of the problem. If m is even, choosing 
n = % yields % | 1 and so m = 2. Assume that m is odd and let us 
suppose that m is composite. Then the smallest prime factor p of m is 
less than or equal to F. Let n = =F", so n € [}, 7] and by assumption 
n | (p). We obtain p | (n — 1)(n — 2)...(n — p + 1), impossible since p | n. 
Thus m must be a prime number. o 


(Putnam 1991) Prove that for all odd primes p we have 


D (?) ee =2 +1 (mod p°). 


k=0 


Proof. For 1 < k < p — 1 we have 


1 (mod p) 


z ‘) _ (p+) (p+2)..(p+k) _ 
k k! E 
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and (?) =0 (mod p), hence (?)(?**) = (?) (mod p?). Thus the congru- 
ence is equivalent to 


p-1 
1+ C 45° (7) =2 +1 (mod p?) 
PY kE 


and then (using the binomial formula) to ("?) = 2 (mod p°). This has 
already been established in example 5.157. O 


(ELMO Shortlist 2011) Prove that if p is a prime greater than 3 then 


pol 


S (?) 3% =2P 1 (mod p°). 


k=0 


Proof. We have for 1 < k < 25+ 


(?) = e = a(-1)*¥ EE = 2(-1) a (mod p°). 


The congruence is thus equivalent to 
En 


1+25 (z) +121 (mod p°) 
k=1 


or 
pol 
2 


pa a (—3)* =2P (mod p°). 


Let a = ivV3 € C, then —3 = a? and the binomial formula yields 


23 (2) =(1+a)?+(1-a)?. 


The result follows now from the equality (1+ a)? + (1 — a)? = 2?, which 


itself follows from 1+ a= 27, 1—a=2e-3 and cos (2) = L, o 
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63. (IberoAmerican Olympiad 2005) Let p > 3 be a prime. Prove that 


p-l 1 
dp 


i=1 


=0 (mod p’). 
Proof. Let S denote the left-hand side. Then 
1 <P + (p — i)? 
2S5 = ee os) = ae 
2 (p — i)? 2 iP(p — i)? 
Using the binomial formula we obtain 
PP + (p— i)? = p’ (i) = piP (mod p°), 


thus it suffices to show that 


p-1 1 


2 ipa =0 (mod p). 


Since (p — i)? = p — i = —i (mod p), we are further reduced to showing 
that 
p-1 1 
2 =0 (mod p), 
i=1 
which has already been established in proposition 5.149. o 


64. (AMM) Let Cn = =4,(?”) be the nth Catalan number. Prove that 
Cy +Co4+...+Cn=1 (mod 3) 


if and only if n + 1 has at least one digit equal to 2 in base 3. 


Proof. One easily checks the equality 


2k +2 2k 
(rn) (a) =a 
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2k+2 2k 
bee — @ (mod 3). 
It follows that 


_ (2n+2 2\ _ 2n +2 
creer cnn (42) (2) a14(42) (mods 


which shows that 


Ck 


Thus we need to prove that 3 | Gee if and only ifn+1 has at least one 


digit equal to 2 in base 3. This follows directly from example 5.146. O 


65. Prove that for any prime p > 5 we have 
canta | £ p-l 
l+p> +] = 1-p So (mod př). 
ima E Ar 
Proof. Letting 
the congruence is easily seen to be equivalent to 


201 + p(a? +z2)=0 (mod pf). 


Since zı = 0 (mod p°), this further reduces to 27] + pr2 = 0 (mod p4). 


Note that 
p-1 p—1 
1 1 1 
m = > ( += )= p` 
fo \k p-k = k? (1 — 2) 
Note? that if z = 0 (mod p) then 
1-(1-—z)(lt+z+2z7)=23=0 (mod p°), 


2This is motivated by the identity 2. =1+4+2+4 274... 


l-z 
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thus 


1 
Toy zitet+] (mod p°). 


Combining this with 23 = 0 (mod p?) (see example 58) and 24 
(mod p), we obtain 


lll 
© 


2x1 = D a sh? += +4 3 = —px2—p’x3—p*r4 = —px2 (mod pÍ), 
as desired. o 


(USA TST 2002) Let p > 5 be a prime number. For any integer z, define 


p-1 1 
= ) —— 
Jol ) 2 (px fi k)2 
Prove that fp(£) = fp(y) (mod p?) for all positive integers x, y. 


Proof. Observe that 


1 1 1 
rs 
eth? (1-2) 
The identity 
1 
—,, =1+2 2u 
Tez + 2z + 32° + 


suggests the congruence 


1 
CEP =1+2z+32z2? (mod p?) 


(l-z 


whenever z = 0 (mod p). Once we guess that this is true, it is very easy 
to prove it: an explicit computation shows that 


1—(1— z)?(14 224 327) = 42 —324=0 (mod p°). 
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We deduce that 
p-l p-1 2m2 
1 1 1 2px. 3px 3 
f(z) =) -= = a (1-7 + ) Coa p). 
2 Moa-(-%)) ak k k? 
Since 
p—1 ees | 


1 
Lean (mod p?) and Lps (mod p), 


we conclude that 
p—1 1 
f(x) = 2 7a =foly) (mod p°) 
=1 


for all x, y, as desired. O 


p-adic valuations and the distribution of primes 


. (Russia 2000) Prove that there is a partition of N with 100 sets such 


that if a,b,c € N satisfy a + 99b = c, then at least two of the numbers 
a, b,c belong to the same set. 


Proof. Let the ith class consist of those n for which vo(n) =i (mod 100) 
for 1 < i < 100. If a + 99b = c, then necessarily v2(a), v2(b), ve(c) are 
not pairwise distinct (if ve(a) # ve(b), the strong triangle inequality 
gives v2(c) = min(ve(a), v2(99b)) = min(ve(a), ve(b))), and the result 
follows. O 


. (Iran 2012) Prove that for any positive integer t there is an integer n > 1 


relatively prime to t such that none of the numbers n+t, n? +t, n? +t, ... 
is a perfect power. 


Proof. Let p be a prime divisor of t+ 1 and let k = vp(1 +t). We choose 
n such that n = 1 (mod p**?), then ni +t = 1 +t (mod p*+*) for all 
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j > 1, thus v,(n? + t) = k. Assume that nî + t is a perfect power, then 

by the previous relation it must be of the form a™ for some a > 1 and 

N | k. Take now n = z* with z = 1 (mod p*+!). If nf +t = a then 
N =t +b, where b=aN. Thus a>b+1 and then 


t>(b+1)% -b > Nb>z. 


Choosing x > t and n as above yields therefore a solution of the problem. 
o 


3. Prove that if n,k are positive integers, then no matter how we choose 
signs + 


1 1 1 
+— + —— +... + —— 
k k+1 k+n 
is not an integer. 
Proof. Let 
r= m vol) 


and fix j € {k,...,k +n} such that vo(j) = r. We claim that there is 
no other j’ € {k,...,k + n} such that vo(j’) = r. Indeed, otherwise we 
may assume that j' > j, then writing 7 = 2" - a, j! = 2" -b with odd 
integers a,b, we have k < 2a < 27> < k+n. But then 2”(a+1) belongs 
to {k,....k +n} and ve(2"(a+1)) > r + 1, a contradiction. 
Thus there is a unique j € {k,...,k + n} with v2(j) = r being maximal. 
It is now easy to conclude: we can write 

aay anaes E 
k k+1 k+n y j 


mih x,y integers such that və(y) < r. Since v2(j) = r, it is clear that 


7 +5 = Zity cannot be an integer: the numerator is nonzero (as v2(y) < 
n (2: j)) and has smaller 2-adic valuation than the denominator! o 


4. (Romania TST 2007) Let n > 3 and let aj,...,an be positive integers 
such that gcd(a1, ...,an) = 1 and lcm(a1, ...,an) | a1 +... + an. Prove 
that a1az...an divides (a, + az +... + @n)"~?. 


622 


Chapter 8. Solutions to practice problems 


Proof. It suffices to prove that for any prime p we have 
Up(a1...dn) < (n — 2)up(ai +... + an). 


Let x; = vp(a;) and assume without loss of generality that x1 >... > Zn. 
Since gcd(a1, ...,@n) = 1, we must have £n = 0. Also, by hypothesis 


Up(ay +... + an) > Max Ti. 
plar n) 2 max 7 


If tn_-1 # 0, then a, ...,an—ı are multiples of p and p | Icm(aj,..., an) | 
a, +... + an, a contradiction with the fact that p does not divide an. 
Thus ¢n-1 = 0. It is then clear that 


Up(@1..-An) = 21+... + En = 21+... + Tn—2 < (n — 2) max Ti 
< vp(ai +... + an), 


as desired. O 


. (Erdös-Turan) Let p be an odd prime and let S be a set of n positive 


integers. Prove that one can choose a subset T of S with at least [3] 
elements such that for all distinct elements a,b € T we have 


Up(a + b) = min(vp(a), vp(b)). 


Proof. Let a, < ... < an be the elements of S. Set k; = vp(a;) and 
let a; = pb; with b; > 0 not divisible by p. Let I (respectively J) 
be the set of those i € {1,2,...,n} for which the remainder of b; when 
divided by p is smaller (respectively larger) than §. Clearly, if i,j € I 
or i,j € J are distinct then b; + bj is not a multiple of p. One of the 
sets I, J has at least [3] elements. Without loss of generality, assume 
that this set is J. Let T = {a;|i € I}. Ifi Aj € T and if k; 4 kj, then 
Up(a; + aj) = min(vp(ai), Vp(a;)), so assume that k; = kj. Then 


Up (ai + a;) = ki + Up (by + b;) =k= min(k;, kj), 


as desired. O 
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6. (Ostrowski) Find all functions f : Q —> [0,00) such that 
i) f(z) =0 if and only if z = 0; 
ii) f(xy) = f(z) - f(y) and f(x +y) < max(f(z), f(y) for all x,y. 


Proof. First of all f(1) = f(1)-f(1) and f(1) > 0 (by i)), thus f(1) = 1. 
Similarly, we obtain f(—1)? = 1 and f(—1) = 1. In particular f(—z) = 
f(x) for all x. Since f(n) < max(f(n — 1), f(1)) = max( f(n — 1), 1) for 
all n > 2, an immediate induction yields f(n) < 1 for n > 1, and since 
f(—x) = f(x), we obtain f(x) < 1 for x € Z. 


Suppose first that f(n) = 1 for all nonzero integers n. Then for any 
xz E€ Q* we can find n € Z* such that nz € Z*, thus 1 = f(nz) = 
f(n)f(x) = f(z) and f(x) = 1 for all nonzero x. This function is indeed 
a solution of the problem. 


Suppose now that there is n € Z* such that f(n) # 1, ie. f(n) < 1. 
Take the smallest such positive integer n. Then n > 1, and if n is 
composite, say n = ab, then f(a) f(b) < 1 forces f(a) < 1 or f(b) < 1, 
contradicting the minimality of n. Thus n = p is a prime. We claim 
that f(n) = f(p)’™ for all n. Since both f and f(p)” are totally 
multiplicative, it suffices to check this for primes n. If n = p this is 
clear, so assume that n is a prime different from p. Then we can find 
integers a,b such that 1 = an + bp, thus 


1 = f(1) = f(an + bp) < max(f (a) f(n), f(b) f(p)). 


Since f(b)f(p) < f(p) < 1, it follows that f(a)f(n) > 1 and since 
f(a), f(n) < 1, we must have f(a) = f(n) = 1. Thus f(n) = 1 for all 


primes n # p and the claim is proved. We deduce that for any z = 7 
we have fm) 
= m) Up(m)—vp(n) 
g) = —— = p pin). 
fle) = F = fle) 


Conversely, if a € (0,1) and p is a prime, setting (for nonzero integers 


m,n) 
M \ _ gve(m)—vp(n) 
f (=) a’? p 
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yields a solution of the problem, using the basic properties of the vp- 
map. O 


. Find all integers n > 1 for which 


nami 


n” | (n—1)" + (n +1) 


nrtl 


Proof. If n is a solution of the problem, then n | (n—1)""** +(n+1)”"— 


If n is even, then 


nr-l 


(n— 1)?" 4 (n +1)" =(-1)"""" 41=2 (mod n), 


thus n = 2 and one easily checks that this is not a solution. So all 
solutions must be odd. Conversely, we will prove that odd numbers are 
solutions of the problem, by proving that when n is odd we have 


nri 


n™|(n—-1)"" +1 and n™|(n +1)" 1. 


Let p be a prime divisor of n. Then p is odd and by the lifting the 
exponent lemma 


vp((n—1)"""* +1) = u(n) +vp(n”t!) = (n+2)u(n) > nvp(n) = vln”) 


and 23 
vp((n +1)" — 1) = vpl) + voln!) = v9(n”). 


The result follows. o 


. (Mathlinks Contest) Let a,b be distinct positive rational numbers such 


that a” — b” € Z for infinitely many positive integers n. Show that 
a,b E€ Z. 


Proof. By taking a common denominator of a,b, we are reduced to prov- 
ing the following statement: if a,b,c are positive integers with a Æ b, 
and if c” | a” — b” for infinitely many n, then c | a and c | b. By working 
with each prime factor of c separately, we easily reduce to the case when 
cis a prime. Thus we need to prove the following statement: if a,b are 
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distinct positive integers and p” divides a” — b” for infinitely many n, 
then p divides a and b. To prove this, assume that p does not divide a, 
so it does not divide b either. But then 
pla” — BP) < vp(alP—D™ — YO) < yp(a?P-D — BPD) + up(n) 
< cı + c2logn 


for two constants c1, C2 depending only on a,b, p. As the last quantity is 
smaller than n for large enough n, the result follows. O 


. (Saint Petersburg) Find all positive integers m,n such that m™|n™ — 1. 


Proof. Let p be the smallest prime factor of m. Then p divides n?~! — 1 
(note that p does not divide n since p | n™ — 1) and also n™ — 1, thus p 
divides n8°4™P-1) _ 1 = n — 1. Next, suppose that p > 2, then lifting 
the exponent lemma yields 


NUp(m) < up(n™ — 1) = p(n — 1) + v(m), 


from which n — 1 < vp(n — 1), that is n — 1 > p”! > 3-1, impossible. 
So p = 2 and n is odd. Then using the lifting the exponent lemma again 
yields 

nve(m) < ve(n™ — 1) = ve(n? — 1) — 1 + ve(m), 


thus (n — 1)ve(m) < v2(n? — 1) — 1. It is not difficult to see that this 
implies n? — 2 > 2"-! and so that n = 3 and v2(m) = 1. Next, m’ 
divides 3" — 1. Suppose m > 2 and let q be the smallest prime factor of 
m/2. Then q is odd and q divides gged(q—1,m/2) — 1 = 8, a contradiction. 
Thus n = 3 and m = 2. O 


(Balkan 1993) Let p be a prime and let m > 2 be an integer. Prove that 


if the equation 
P HY (= 


2 2 
has a positive integer solution (x, y) # (1,1), then m = p. 
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Proof. Suppose first that p = 2 and m > 3. Then 


eta, it _ (2t0)" > (28) 
2 2 Cae = AED 


which gives r+y < 4. Since (x,y) # (1,1), we must have z = 1,y = 2 or 
x = 2, y = 1 and in both cases it is easy to check that the given relation 
cannot be satisfied. 


Assume now that p > 2. The function x ++ x? being convex on [0, 00), 
Jensen’s inequality yields 


w+ ye E9 
2 >= 2 


which combined with the given relation yields m > p > 2. Letting 
x = du,y = dv, with gcd(u, v) = 1, the given relation can be written as 


d™P(u + v)™ = 2" 1 (uP + uP). 


If w+v has an odd prime factor q, then lifting the exponent lemma and 
the previous equality give 


muzlu + v) = valu? + v?) = valp) + valu +v) <1+ug(utv), 
a contradiction with m > 2. Thus u + v is a power of 2 and so 
volu?” +v?) = vo(u + v), 
since p is odd. But then 
muz(u +v) < v(utv)+m-1, 


yielding u + v = 2, then u = v = 1, x = y and finally m = p. O 


(China TST 2004) Let a be a positive integer. Prove that the equation 
n! = aè — a° has a finite number of solutions (n, b, c) in positive integers. 
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Proof. Let (n,b,c) be a solution. Note that a > 1 and let p be an odd 
prime not dividing a. Using lifting the exponent lemma and Fermat’s 
little theorem we obtain 


Up(a® — a°) = up(a-° — 1) < v9((aP1) © — 1) = vp(aP™! — 1) + up(b—c). 
We conclude that 


Up(aP-! — 1) + up(b — c) > up (a? — a°) = u9(n!) > r —1. 


Therefore vp(b — c) 2 5 — k, for some constant k independent of n. 
Letting € = p~* > 0, we conclude that b — c > ep"/P and so 


n” >n! =a — a >a > aP”, 
Taking logarithms, we deduce that n is bounded in terms of a. Since 
c,b— c< nl, the result follows. o 


(China TST 2016) Let c, d be integers greater than 1. Define a sequence 
(an)n>1 by a1 = c and an+ı = af +c for n > 1. Prove that for any n > 2 
there is a prime number p dividing an and not dividing a1a2...an_1. 


Proof. Suppose that for some n > 1 there is no such prime p. Take any 
prime factor p of an. By assumption there is some j < n such that p | aj. 
Take the smallest such j. We claim that j | n. Indeed, aj41 = atte =a, 
(mod p) and an immediate induction shows that aj+u =a, (mod p) for 
all u > 1, i.e the sequence (an)n>ı is periodic with period j modulo p. 
Writing the Euclidean division n = qj + r and assuming that r > 0, we 
obtain ar = dgj+r = an = 0 (mod p), thus p | ap. This contradicts the 
minimality of j, thus j | n. 


Next, we claim that vp(an) = vp(a;). Let r = vp(a;). Then 


aj+1 = at +c=c=a, (mod pô) 


and again an immediate induction shows that (@n)n>1 becomes periodic 
with period j modulo p°. In particular, since j | n, we have an = aj 
(mod př). Since vp(aj) =r < dr, this gives vp(an) = r, as claimed. 
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The above paragraphs show that for each prime p | an we can find jp < n 
such that vp(an) = Up(a;,). This implies that a, divides a1a2...an—1, in 
particular an < ajQ9...dn_1. But an immediate induction shows that 
Qn > Q4...dn—1 for n > 2. Indeed, this is clear for n = 2 and if it 
holds for n, then the inductive hypothesis combined with the recurrence 
relation yield (using that d > 1) 
ün+1 = af +c> at > ant *Q1..-.dn—1 > A1Q9...An.- 

This contradiction shows that our assumption was wrong, so there is at 
least one prime dividing a, and not dividing ajq2...an_1. O 


(Kvant M 1687) Find the largest possible number of elements of the set 
{2” — 1|n € Z} that are terms of a geometric progression. 


Proof. We will prove that a geometric progression cannot contain more 
than 2 elements of the set S = {2” — 1|n € Z} (which will show that 
the answer of the problem is 2). Suppose the contrary and set (for some 
pairwise distinct integers a, b, c) 


27 -1l=aiq%, 2°-l=ajq’, 2°—1=a1q", 


where a > 6 > y > 0. Take positive integers m and n, n > m, such that 
n(B—y) = m(a-— y). Then one easily checks that the previous equalities 
yield 

(2 — 1)” = Otay eye, 


Using the identity 27(2~* — 1) = 1 — 2” and taking absolute values we 
get an equality of the form 


a e a a a 


where A, B,C are pairwise distinct positive integers. This immediately 
implies that max(A, C) > B. On the other hand, the previous equality 
implies that any prime factor of 24 — 1 divides 2P — 1 and similarly any 
prime factor of 2° — 1 divides 27 — 1. We may assume that A > B. 
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Any prime factor of 24 — 1 divides 2P — 1 and so it divides 24 — 1, where 
d = gcd(A, B) < A. Since 27—1 | 24—1, it follows that 247—1 and 24—1 
have the same prime divisors. This contradicts the result established in 
example 6.31. o 


(Iran TST 2009) Let a be a positive integer. Prove that there are in- 
finitely many primes dividing at least one of the numbers 


22 +a, 22? +a, 92° +a,... 


Proof. We argue by contradiction, assuming that there are only finitely 
many such primes, say p1,...,pqg. Fix an arbitrary positive integer k and 
let N be an integer (depending on k) such that for all n > N we have 


2” +a> (p1...pa)*. 
In particular, for any n > N there is in € {1,...,d} such that 
Upin (2 ste a) > k, 


since all prime factors of 22” + a are among p1, ..., Ppa. Among the d+ 1 
numbers iy,%N41,---,2+a (which are all between 1 and d) there must 
be two equal numbers, say in = im with N <n <m < N +d. Then 
py | 2?" +a and p? = pk | 2?" +a. Note that if an integer s divides 
2?" +a and 2?” +a, then 


—a = 2” = eee = (=a)7" "(mod a) 


gm-n 


in other words s divides a?” "+a. We deduce that p, | a?™™” +a, thus 


(recall that N<n<m<N+d) 
2K < pE, <a" ta<a” +a. 


Since k was arbitrary and a and d are fixed, this is certainly impossible. 
The result follows. O 
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(China TST 2016) A point in the coordinate plane is called rational if 
its coordinates are rational numbers. Given a positive integer n, can we 
color all rational points using n colors such that 


a) each point receives one color; 


b) any line segment whose endpoints are rational points contains rational 
points of each of the n colors? 


Proof. Give the color 0 (or any number between 0 and n—1) to the origin 
O = (0,0). Extend v2 to Q* by setting vo(z/y) = ve(x) — ve(y) for any 
nonzero integers x,y. This is well-defined and satisfies the same basic 
properties as vg on Z (this follows immediately from the definition). If 
P + O is a rational point with coordinates z,y, give P the color whose 
number is the remainder of min(v2(x), ve(y)) when divided by n. 


Consider now a segment I whose endpoints are P) = (x1, yi) and Pz = 
(x2, y2). Fix i € {0,1,...,2—1} and let us prove the existence of a point 
on I whose color is i. We may assume that ve(r%1 — z2) < ve(yi — y2), 
which in particular implies that zı Æ £2. Pick k large enough, to ensure 
that vo(%1—x2)—k < və(x2) and, if yı Æ y2, that ve(yi—y2)—k < ve(ye). 
Let 


1 1 tı- T z 
Qn = xP + (1- 5) P= ( “aE 2 + 09, ASB +1). 


Note that Qg belongs to J and is not equal to O for large enough k. Call 
Up, Uk the coordinates of Qk, so 


T1 — T2 


_ Y1- y2 
uk = OF 


+22, Up= 9k 


+ y2 


Thanks to the choice of k we have 


TIT 
vla) =v ( a 2) = vo(41 — T2) — k. 


If yı = y2 then v2(vk) = ve(ye2), while if y1 # yo, then a similar com- 
putation shows that v2(vķ) = ve(yi — y2) — k. In all cases, taking into 
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account the inequality v2(z1 — £2) < ve(y1 — y2) we see that for k large 
enough we have 


min(v2(ux), v2o(vk)) = v2(uk) = v2(zx1 — T2) — k. 
It suffices therefore to choose k large enough and such that 
v2(z1 — 22) -k =i (mod n), 
and then Qk will receive color i. o 


(China TST 2010) Let k > 1 be an integer and let n = 2**+!. Prove that 
for any positive integers aj < a2 < ... < an, the number 


Il (a; + aj) 


1<i<j<n 


has at least k + 1 different prime divisors. 


Proof. We will prove a stronger result, with n = 2" + 1 instead of 2*+1. 
Suppose that n = 2 + 1 and that N = []h<jcj<n(ai + aj) has at most 
k prime divisors. Note that N is clearly even, so let 2, q1, .-., qr be the 
different prime factors of N, with r < k—1. 


By problem 5 we can choose at least 2*-! + 1 integers bı, vey bok-141 
among the a,’s such that va (bi + bj) = min(vg, (bi), vg, (b;)) for i A 
j. Note that all prime factors of [],<;<j<ak-141(bi + bj) are among 
2, q1, +++) Or 

Using problem 5 again with the numbers )j,...,box-1 + 1, we can find 
at least 2*-? + 1 of them, say C1, ++) Cpe-24, Such that vg (ci + cj) = 
min(Vg (Ci), Vga (c;)) for i A j. Of course, we also have vg (ci + cj) = 
min(vg, (ci), Ug, (c;)) for i # j. Continuing this way we obtain at least 3 
numbers 21, £2, £3 among the a,’s such that 


Ug, (wi + £j) = min(va, (2i), Vm, (23)) 


for all i Aj and 1 < k < r. We will prove that this cannot happen. 
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Let 21 +22 = 24qf"...q2" and note that z1, £2 are multiples of gf*...q2". 
If va(x1) A v2(£2), then A = vo(xz1 + z2) = min(ve(z1), ve(x2)) and so 
£1, £2 are also multiples of 24, hence 21,22 are multiples of xı + T2, 
impossible. Hence v2(z1) = vo(x2) and by symmetry we have vo(x1) = 
v2(z2) = ve(x3). Call this common value B and write z; = 2? y; with yi 
odd. Then 


= 94-B ay Qr 


yı + Y2 qi -ar 


Since y1, y2 are odd, we have A — B > 1. Assuming that A — B = 1, we 
deduce that 2x1, 2£2 are both multiples of xı + x2, hence 2x1 > z1 + T2 
and 2x2 > x1 + 22, forcing zı = x2, a contradiction. Thus A — B > 2 
and so 4 | yı + y2. Similarly, 4 | y2 + y3 and 4 | ys + yı. This is however 
impossible, since y1, Y2, y3 are odd. O 


(Komal) Which binomial coefficients are powers of a prime? 


Proof. 


If ( , then p* < n by theorem 6.44. Thus (7) < n. Assume 
that 2 < k 


n _ 
p) =P 
<n- 2, then 


n 7 a(n — 2)...(n — ms (kK+1)k...-3 k+1 
k k! ar "2 


a contradiction. Thus k = 1 or k = n — 1 and the equation reduces to 
t 
n =p. O 


Prove that e) | lem(1,2,...,2n) for all positive integers n. 


Proof. Let p be any prime and let k = vp C Then p* < 2n by 
theorem 6.44, hence p* | lem(1,2,...,2n) since 


Up(Iem(1, 2, ..., 2n)) = [1og, (2n) | 


by example 6.7. The result follows. O 
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Prove that for all positive integers n and all integers a we have 

1 

Pri G — 1)(a” — a)...(a” — a") € Z. 
Proof. We may assume that n > 1. It suffices to prove that for every 
prime p we have 

Up(n!) < vp(a™ — 1) + up(a™ — a) +... + vpla” — a”). 
Theorem 6.49 gives vp(n!) < |a= +1, thus it suffices to prove that 
n—-1 
—1 

> vla" — a*) > [=] . 
k=0 pP- 


If p | a, then vp(a” — ak) > k, thus the left-hand side is at least wD > 
n-1> | =|. If p does not divide a, Fermat’s little theorem shows 


that p divides a*- ) 1 forl<k< |2 H, thus 
k 
Up(a” — a") = Up(a” — 1) > [oe Ji O 
Eol )= Dolt aT 


Prove that if k < n then 
n—-1 
o( k ) | lem(n,n —1,...,n — k). 


Proof. It suffices to prove that for any prime p we have 


vp(n(n = 1)..(m~k)) < vp(k!) + max vpli). 
Let N = maxn_k<j<n Up(j) and consider the numbers n,n — 1,...,n — k. 
For each 7 < N there are at most 1+ Fal multiples of pf among them. 
Indeed, if k = gp) +r with 0 < r < pf, then there is exactly one multiple 
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of pf among n—sp!,n—sp! —1,....n—(s+1)p! +1 for each 0 < s < q—1, 
and at most one multiple of p among n — qp’,...,n — k. Thus 


Mie E 3 (1 $ Fal =N 2 Fa < N +1p(k!), 


as desired. o 


(Mathematical Reflections S 206) Find all integers n > 1 having a prime 
factor p such that vp(n!) | n — 1. 


Proof. Write n = kp and observe that by Legendre’s formula 
n 
up(n!) =k+ Fa ask: 


Hence (recall that sp(n) is the sum of digits of n in base p) 


on 
Per TK 
the last equality being a consequence of theorem 6.49. Since tal) is an 
integer belonging to [p—1, p), it can only be p— 1 and moreover we must 
have s,(n) = 1, that is n is a power of a prime. Conversely, if n = p* for 
some prime k and some k > 1, then v,(n!) = ey is a divisor of n — 1. 
Thus the solutions are all powers of primes. O 


(Romania TST 2015) Let k be an integer greater than 1. When n runs 
through the integers greater than or equal to k, what is the largest 
number of divisors of (7) that belong to {n —-k+1,n—k+2,...,n}? 


Proof. Since 


n\ _n(n—1)..(n—k+1)_ n 
(p) = EED = Fenn +D, 
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we see that (h) can be divisible by n—1,n—2,...,n—k+1, by choosing n 
a multiple of k!. If we can prove that (%) is never divisible by all numbers 
n,n—1,...,.2—k+1, then the answer of the problem is k — 1. 


Fix a prime p | k and let 
u = max(vp(n), vp(n — 1), ..., vpn — k + 1)). 


Recall that 


»((t))=Ze mee = al-al- 


and each z; is either 0 or 1. Note that since p | k, we have 


Bigg bad 

w= |-|---]--—-—]| =0. 

P P Pp P 

Also if j > u, then by the definition of u none of the numbers n, n—1.,..., 


n — k + 1 is divisible by p’. Since Fal is the number of multiples of pf 


that are at most m, we conclude that Fal = | 54]. Therefore x; = 0 
for j > u. Hence 


Up (6) =Y; <u-1. 


Thus there must be at least one of the numbers n,n — 1,...,.n — k+ 1 
which does not divide (%). oO 


(Mathematical Reflections O 285) Define a sequence (an)n>1 by a1 = 1 
and Q@n41 = 2"(2% — 1) for n > 1. Prove that n! | an for all n > 1. 


Proof. We will prove by induction on n the following stronger statement: 
for all primes p < n+1 we have vp(an) > n—p+1. Note that this implies 
the desired result, since for any prime p < n theorem 6.49 gives 

n-l n-p 


vhn!) So = pup tise—Pt1s wlan); 
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and this implies that n! | an. 


It remains to prove the claim. This is clear for n = 1, so assume that it 
holds for n and let us prove it forn +1. Let p < n + 2 be a prime and 
let us prove that vp(an41) >n—p+2. This is clear for p = n+ 2, so 
assume that p < n + 1.The result is also clear for p = 2, so assume that 
p> 2. 


Thanks to the inductive hypothesis and the argument at the end of the 
first paragraph, we know that n! divides ap, in particular p—1 | an. Using 
lifting the exponent lemma (theorem 6.22) and Fermat’s little theorem, 
we obtain 


up(ans1) = op (2 — 1) = (PF 1) > up(2P—1) +p (—*- 


>1+ (an) >l+n-pt+l=n-p+2, 


the last inequality being the inductive hypothesis. This proves the in- 
ductive step and finishes the proof. o 


(China 2015) For which integers k are there infinitely many positive 
integers n such that n + k does not divide Gy? 


Proof. Since the Catalan numbers are integers (see example 2.54), k = 1 
is not a solution of the problem. We will prove that any integer k Æ 1 is 
a solution, by constructing for such k infinitely many integers n > 1 for 
which n + k does not divide e). Suppose first that k > 2 and let p be 
a prime factor of k. Choose any j such that pi > k and let n = pî — k. 
There are at most j — 1 carries when adding n to n, since 2n has at most 
j digits in base p, the last one being 0 (since p | k). Therefore pf = n+ k 
cannot divide e) by Kummer’s theorem. Next, suppose that k < 0 and 
choose any odd prime p > 2|k|. Letting n = p — k, we see that n + k 
does not divide e) since there are no carries when n is added to n in 
base p. The result follows. o 


Remark 8.20. This result, as well as many other interesting ones ap- 
pears in the article "Divisors of the Middle Binomial Coefficient" by 
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Carl Pomerance, published in the American Mathematical Monthly, vol. 
122, No. 7 (2015), pp 636-644. The author of the paper also proves the 
following two interesting results (the proofs are however more technical 
than that of the problem above): for each k > 1 almost all integers n > 0 
(in the sense of asymptotic density) satisfy n + k | (2"), while for each 
k > Othe set of n > k with n—k | E is infinite, but with upper density 
Se: 


(Romania TST 2007) Find all positive integers x, y such that 


2007 — „2007 _ 


y x! —y!. 
Proof. We will prove that the equation has only the trivial solutions 


(z,x), with x is a positive integer. Suppose that x > y satisfy 


2007 — 2007 _ 


y x! — y!. 


Clearly y > 1, thus y has a prime divisor p. Considering the equation 
modulo p we obtain p | x, therefore (a very weak version of) theorem 
6.39 gives 


! 
2007 < vp (22007 — 42007) = w (u! E — 1)) = u(y!) < y. 


Next, choose any prime q < 2007 such that gcd(2007,q — 1) = 1. Then 
q | z! — y!, since y > 2007. We deduce that q | 17007 — y207 and 
since q | 22-1 — y%~! we obtain q | x — y. Varying q, we easily obtain 
x > y+ 2007, which gives 


! 
a!—yl=y! Ẹ - 1) > 2007! - x(x — 1)...(a — 2006) > 2707, 


a contradiction. The result follows. Oo 


a) Prove that for all n > 2 we have 


v2 E —(-1)” eal = s2(n) + 2 + 3v2(n), 
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where s9(n) is the sum of the digits in the base 2 expansion of n. 
b) (AMM E 2640) Find the exponent of 2 in the prime factorization of 


the number 
gntl gn 


(Gr) _ Un)! es 


2") n)! \(2n)! 


Proof. a) Note that 


and for all k 
! 4. é sp Bs : = 
Ch = 2-4... 2k L3 w+ (2k — 1) = 9h.1.3.... (2k —1). 


We conclude that 

4n\ _ (-1)" 2n\  (2n\ F,(4n) 

2n n) \nJ](Q2n—-1)!? 
where (2n —1)!!=1-3-...-(2n—1) and 
F(X) = (X —1)-(X —3)-...- (X — 2n + 1) — (-1) - (-3) -...- (1 — 2n). 
A brutal expansion shows that 

F,(X) = —n?X + ina —4n4+3n7)X?+..., 
thus 3 
F,,(4n) = —4n3 + rune —4n+3n7)+.... 


The first term has v2(4n?) = 2 + 3ve(n), the next term has v2 > 3+ 
3v2(n), and all other terms are multiples of (4n). The strong triangle 
inequality gives therefore 

v2(Fn(4n)) = 2 + 3v2(n). 
Combining this relation with v2 (G3) = 89(n) yields the desired result. 


b) The answer is 3n and this follows directly from part a). o 
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27. (China TST 2016) Define a function f : N — Q* as follows: write a 
positive integer n = 2*m with k > 0 and m odd, and set f(n) = mt. 
Prove that for all n > 1 the number f(1)f(2)...f(m) is an integer divisible 
by any odd positive integer not exceeding n. 


Proof. For each prime p we extend vp to Q* by setting 


Up(x/Yy) = Up(Z) — Up(y) 


for all nonzero integers x,y. Fix an odd prime p < n and let S; be the 
set of those k € {1,2,...,n} for which v2(k) > j, i.e the set of multiples 
of 2) among 1,2,...,n. Note that if k = 2"m with m odd, then 


volf (k)) = v(m”) = (1 —r)up(m) = (1 — r)up(k) = (1 — v2(k))vp(k), 
the last equality using that p is odd. Thus 


Up(F(1) F(2)..-F(n)) = (1 — valk) vp(k) =X (1-3) Š. p(k) 


k=1 j20 v2(k)=j 
= =) (1 — j)( D Up(k) — > Up(k)). 
j20 keS; kESj41 


Let 
ig} 
5 = D y= Yo w) = vol | |). 


keS; l=1 
Then the previous equality yields 
vp(F(1)f(2).--.F(n)) = FA- 5) (aj — tjt) 
j20 
= Xo — T1 — (Lo — £3) — 2(z3 — 14) — 3(z4 — T5) —... = To — T1 — T2 —... 
Using Legendre’s formula and the previous observations (as well as the 


easily checked identity |2| = lz! | for each real number x), we end up 
n n 
with 


eascnse-400=5>(|5]- [at] 


S 
s>1 \ LP jzi 


640 


28. 


Chapter 8. Solutions to practice problems 


It suffices to prove that the last quantity is not less than N := [Hog, (n)| 


(which is the maximal value vp(a) can take when a varies among odd 
positive integers not exceeding n). Letting 


«=| |-D lap: 


it suffices to prove that ys > 0 for all s, and that ys > 1 for 
n 


1 
Fix any s > 1 and let x = Fae Using again the equality |£| = lz | 
for all z € R we obtain 


Since Ea < % for all j, it is clear that ys > 0. Moreover, if s < N then 


x > 1 and so 
3 x 
5 pa <\ > =r, 
aE sia 


the inequality being strict because there is at least one j for which 2’ 
does not divide x. Thus for s < N we have ys > 0 and since ys is an 
integer, we finally obtain y, > 1. We have just proved that 


Up(F(1)...F(m)) > vp(a) 


for each odd prime p and each positive odd integer a not exceeding n. 
The result follows. O 


(IMO Shortlist 2014) If x is a real number, we denote by ||z|| the distance 
between x and the nearest integer. Prove that if a,b are positive integers, 
then we can find a prime p > 2 and a positive integer k such that 


+l 
pk 


b 
|=" 
P 


a 
pk 
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Proof. Let us start by observing that 


Is = ||[2+5] - 


since |x + A is the nearest integer to x. Thus |z + A = £+||z|| for all 
xz. We deduce that for all a,b, p, k we have 
va 2 


[+5 F +5 F +5 men 

pe 2] ph 2] lp 2 pk pF || ip 
Suppose that we manage to prove that the left-hand side is > 1 for some 
prime p > 2 and some k > 1. Each term in the right-hand side has 
absolute value < $5 thus the only possibility for the previous equality to 
happen is that the left-hand side is 1 and all signs are + in the right-hand 
side, i.e. that the conclusion of the problem is satisfied. 


b 


Thus we only need to prove the existence of p > 2 and k > 1 such that 
the number 


te= | tal lta Leta 


is positive. Using the easily checked identity |2 + 3| = |2z] — |z], 
Legendre’s formula gives 


nene 5 ERE 


k21 kit P icp 
PEE eed 
-> ce ee 2 +5 — 
aE k>1 pk k>1 pë k>1 pk 


= up( (2a + 2b)!) — vp((a + b)!) — vp((2a)!) — vp((26)!) + vp(a!) + vp(b!) 


(2a + 2b)!a!b! 
-v (aee F z) 


Since for all n > 1 


Cn) a oe ee Oe 
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we can rewrite 
_ (2a+2b)lalb! 1-3-...- (2a +2b-— 1) 
~ (2a)!(2b)'"(a +b)! 1-3-...-(2a—1)-1-3-...- (2b— 1) 
(2a + 1)(2a + 3)...(2a + 2b — 1) 
1-3-...-(2b—1) j 
This shows that A > 1 and that A is a rational number with odd numer- 
ator and denominator. Thus there must be an odd prime p such that 
Up(A) > 0. For such p we obtain )°;,>; J (p, k) > 0, thus f(p,k) > 1 for 
at least one k > 1, finishing the proof. o 


(Erdös-Palfy-Szegedy theorem) Let a,b be positive integers such that 
the remainder of a when divided by any prime p does not exceed the 
remainder of b when divided by p. Prove that a = b. 


Proof. Taking primes larger than a and b, it is clear that a < b. Assume 
that a < b from now on. 

Note that if q is a prime factor of b(b—1)...(b—a+1), then the remainder 
of b when divided by q is between 0 and a—1, thus q < a by assumption of 
the problem (otherwise the remainder of a when divided by q is a > a—1). 
Thus all prime factors of b(b — 1)...(b — a + 1) are between 1 and a. Let 
P be the set of primes between 1 and a. For each p € P and k > 1 let 


soo ll- lal- bel 


Then z(k,p) is 0 or 1 for all k,p, and the assumption of the problem 
implies that x(1,p) = 0. Indeed, consider the Euclidean divisions a = 
qp +r and b = q'p + r', then r’ > r by assumption, so 


r-r 
r(1,p) =g —-q4-— ld -a+ P q6 


Letting kp be the largest k for which z(k,p) = 1, these observations 
combined with Legendre’s formula yield 


Up ((2)) = ¢(1,p)+2(2,p)+...< kp — 1, 
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thus (°) divides [],<p p**-1 and so 


OL abeat al 
Iper D*? Iper? 


Next, let us observe that since x(kp,p) > 0, we have 


b Lorna ee, 
| [m] > 


which means that one of the numbers b—a+1,b—a+2,...,b is a multiple 


of p*r. Since this happens for all p € P, we deduce that 
Iper? P 


Indeed, once the divisions are being made, there are still at least a — |P| 
factors available at the numerator, and each of them is at least b—a +1. 
On the other hand, clearly 


a! 


< a? !P, 
Ilpep P 


We conclude that b-—a+1 < a and so 2a > b. However, note that 
if a,b is a solution of the problem with a < b, then so is b— a and b 
(as the remainder of b — a when divided by any p will be the difference 
between the remainder of b and that of a, under the stated assumptions). 
Applying the above reasoning, we also obtain 2(b— a) > b. But then 
adding the two relations yields the absurd inequality 2b > 2b. Thus 
a=b. oO 


Remark 8.21. This result is the topic of the article "a (mod p) < b 
(mod p) for all primes p implies a = b" of P. Erdés, P. P. Palfy and M. 
Szegedy, published in the American Mathematical Monthly, Vol. 94, No. 
2 (1987), pp. 169-170. 


Prove that there exist two consecutive squares such that there are at 
least 2000 primes between them. 
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Proof. Let k = 2000. Assuming that between any two consecutive 
squares there are at most k primes, it follows that the total number 
of primes between 1 and n is at most k- (1+ |./n]|). Thus we obtain 


n(n) < k- (1+ |vn]) < 2k/n 
for all n. On the other hand theorem 6.63 gives 


m 
2 Inn’ 


n(n) > 


hence we obtain ik 
LEEN 
yn < ine Inn, 


which is impossible for n big enough. o 


A finite sequence of consecutive positive integers contains at least one 
prime number. Prove that the sequence contains a number that is rela- 
tively prime to all other terms of the sequence. 


Proof. Let x, £+1,..., y be the terms of the sequence. Let p be the largest 
prime appearing in the sequence. Then 2p > y, for otherwise Bertrand’s 
postulate shows the existence of a prime q between p and 2p, and such 
a prime would be in the sequence and greater than p, contradicting the 
maximality of p. Since 2p > y, it is clear that p is relatively prime to any 
term of the sequence which is different from p. The result follows. O 


Remark 8.22. This statement may look innocent, but it actually im- 
mediately implies Bertrand’s postulate (by applying it to the sequence 
2,3,...,2n, where n > 1 is a given integer), so it is actually equivalent to 
Bertrand’s postulate! 


Prove that 2pn41 > Pn +Pn+2 for infinitely many n, where pn is the nth 
prime. 


Proof. Assume that this is not the case, say 2Pn+1 < Pn + Pn+2 for all 
n > N and some N > 1. Since —2pn+1 + Pn + Pn+2 is even, we actually 
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have Pn + Pn42 È 2pn+1 +2 for n > N. Let In = Pnyi — Pn, then 


the previous inequality can be written rn41 > Zn +2 for n > N, thus 
In > tN +2(n — N) > 2(n — N) for n > N. But then 


n—1 
XO (Pky — pk) > 2(1 +2 ++.. + (n- 1- N))>(n-1- N)? 
k=N 


for n > N, hence pn > (n — 1 -— N}? for n > N. This contradicts the 
result established in example 6.64. m 


(AMM) Find all integers m,n > 1 such that 


1!-3!-...- (2n—1)!=m!. 


Proof. Clearly (n,m) = (1,1), (2,3) are solutions. The equalities 
3!-5!=6!, 3!-5!-7! =720-7!=8.-9.-10.7!=10! 


show that (n,m) = (3,6) and (n,m) = (4, 10) are also solutions. We will 
prove that there are no other solutions. Note that if 3!-5!-7!-9! = ml, 
then m! > 11! and so 11 | m! = 3! -5!-7!-9!, which is impossible. One 
proves similarly that n = 6,7,8 are not solutions. Suppose now that 
n > 9. If pis a prime factor of m!, then p divides 1!-3!-...-(2n—1)! and 
so p < 2n — 1. Thus any prime not exceeding m also does not exceed 
2n — 1. By Bertrand’s postulate there is a prime p € (4,m) and so 
m < 2(2n — 1). On the other hand, we have 


m > v(m!) = Soi -1)!) > Yt -1)= L 


i=1 i=1 


We conclude that n(n — 1) < 4(2n — 1), which contradicts the fact that 


.n > 8. Thus the only solutions of the problem are 


(n,m) = (1, 1), (2, 3), (3, 6), (4, 10). E) 
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(EMMO 2016) Let a; < az < ... be an infinite increasing sequence of 
positive integers such that the sequence (%) is bounded. Prove that for 
infinitely many n the number an divides lem(ai, ..., @n-1). 


Proof. Assume by contradiction that an does not divide lem(ay, ..., @n-1) 
for n > N, for some N > 2. Thus for each n > N we can find a prime 
Pn dividing an such that 


Upn (an) > Vpn (lcm(a1, 1+) an—1)) = En Vpn (aj). 


Let £n = pr?” (an) be the largest power of pn dividing an. Choose k > 1 
such that a, < kn for all n > 1, thus zn < kn for all n. On the 
other hand, the inequality above immediately implies that £n # £m for 
different n,m > N. Indeed, if zn = £m for some N < n < m then 


Pn = Pm and Up, (An) = Vpm (Am), contradicting the inequality 
Upm (Am) > Upm (an) = Vpn (an): 


Thus for n > N the set {1, 2, ...,kn} contains at least n— N +1 pairwise 
distinct prime powers, namely xy,...,%n. On the other hand, it is clear 
that the number of prime powers in {1, 2, ..., kn} is bounded by 

n 
logn 


a(kn) + Vkn + Wkn +... < (kn) + loga(kn) - Vkn < c 


for some constant c depending on k (this uses theorem 6.62). We deduce 
that for n > N we have 


n-N+1<ce ú ; 
logn 
which is obviously absurd. O 


Remark 8.23. As the proof shows, it is enough to ensure that the a;’s are 
pairwise distinct and that a, has order of growth smaller than nlogn. 


Does the equation x! = y!(y + 1)! have infinitely many solutions in pos- 
itive integers? 
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Proof. The answer is negative. If z > 8, choose a prime q € (3, 2], which 
is possible by Bertrand’s postulate. Then vg(x!) = 1 = 2vq(y!)+v9(y+1). 
It follows that vg(y!) = 0 and vg(y+1) = 1, which can only happen when 
y =q-—1. In particular there is a unique such q, namely y+ 1. Letting 


n = |$| we obtain 


Py = II p=q=ytl<a2<2n4+2. 
n<p<2n-1 


Theorem 6.69 immediately implies that this is impossible for n large 
enough. Thus z must be bounded and the equation has only finitely 
many solutions. o 


Remark 8.24. Using the previous argument as well as explicit estimates, 
it is not difficult (though tedious) to prove that the only solutions in 
positive integers are given by (x,y) = (2,1) and (10,6). 


(Richert’s theorem) Prove that any integer larger than 6 is a sum of 
distinct primes. 


Proof. We will prove by induction on n > 5 the following statement: 
each of the numbers 7, 8,...,19-+p¢+...+ pn is a sum of distinct primes 
among P1,...,Pn (here, as usual, pn denotes the nth prime). For n = 5 
we need to show that each of the numbers 7, 8,..., 19 is a sum of distinct 
primes among 2,3,5,7,11. This is clear for 7, 8 = 3 + 5, 9=2+7, 
10 = 3 +7, 11, 12 = 5 +7, 13 = 2411, 14 = 3411, 16 = 5 + 11, 
18 = 7 + 11 and a little bit less for 15, 17, 19, which can be written as 
3+5+7,2+3+5+7,3+5+ 11 respectively. 


Assume now that the statement holds for n and let us prove it for n+ 1. 
Write 
£n = 19 + pe +... + Pn. 


Consider a number N € |7, £n+1]. If N € [7, £n], we are done by the 
inductive hypothesis, so assume that £n < N < £n+1. We deduce that 


Ln — Pn+1 < N — Pn < In. 
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If we manage to prove that £n — Pn+1 > 6, the inductive hypothesis will 
show that N — pnii is a sum of distinct primes among p1, ..., Pn and so 
N is a sum of distinct primes among p1, ..., Pn+1, aS needed. 


It remains to prove that £n — Pn+1 > 6, which we do by induction. 


Indeed, for n = 5 this is reduced to the equality 19 — 13 = 6, while if 
Ln — Pn+1 = 6, then thanks to Bertrand’s postulate 


Ln+1 — Pn+2 > Fn41 — 2Pn41 = Tn — Pn+1 2 6. 0 


Remark 8.25. Schnirelman proved in 1930 that there exists k such that 
any n > 1 is a sum of at most k primes. Riesel and Vaughan proved 
that every even positive integer is the sum of at most 18 primes, so every 
integer n > 1 is the sum of at most 19 primes. 


(China TST 2015) Prove that there are infinitely many integers n such 
that n? + 1 is squarefree. 


Proof. We fix a large integer N and count the numbers n in {1, 2, ..., N} 
for which n?+1 is not squarefree. If n is such a number, then since 4 does 
not divide n? + 1, there must be an odd prime p such that p? | n? +1. 
Then p? < N? +1, sop < N. Let us fix an odd prime p < N and 
see how many integers n € {1,2,..., N} satisfy p? | n2? +1. If n,m are 
two such integers, then p does not divide mn and p? | (m — n)(m + n). 
Since p cannot divide simultaneously m — n and m + n, we deduce that 
p? | m-n orp? | m+n. Thus any two such integers m,n are either 
congruent modulo p? or their sum is a multiple of p?. It is not difficult 
to deduce that there are at most 2 (1 + Z) such integers n. Therefore 


the number of n € {1,2,..., N} for which n? + 1 is squarefree is greater 
than or equal to 


N- ` 2145) >N-2n(N)-2N > =, 
2<p<N p 2<p<N 
On the other hand 


1 Noi 1 1 1 1 1 8 
2 5 382 < latya trste) =at) 
2<p<n P jak 3 3-4 4-5 3 3 9 
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Thus the number of n € {1,2,...,N} for which n? + 1 is squarefree is 
greater than 


N- SN — 2n(N) = a — 2n(N). 
Since 7(N) < Æ for N large enough, the result follows. o 


(USAMO 2014) Prove that there is a constant c > 0 with the following 
property: if a,b,n are positive integers such that gcd(a + i,b+ 7) >1 
for all i,7 € {0,1,...n}, then 


min{a,b} > c” -n?. 


Proof. We will prove a stronger statement, with c'n? replaced with 
cn” for some constant c > 0. Note that it is enough to establish such 
an inequality for n large enough, as then we can always replace c by a 
smaller constant so that the new inequality holds for all n. Thus n will 
always be assumed to be sufficiently large. 


The idea is fairly simple: consider an (n + 1) x (n + 1) table and put 
an arbitrarily chosen prime factor p of gcd(a + i,b + j) in cell (i, j) for 
0 <t,7 <n. We will prove that at least half of the primes in this table 
exceed 0.001n? when n is large enough. This will be the technical part 
of the proof, so take this for granted for a moment and let us see how 
to conclude. It follows that there is an index i € {0,1,...,n} such that 
for at least half of the numbers j € {0,1,...,n} the prime in cell (7,7) 
exceeds 0.001n?. All these primes divide a + i and they are pairwise 
distinct, since if one of these primes divides both b + jı and b + j2 with 
0< jı < jo < n, then 0.001n? < p < jo — jı < n and this is impossible 
for n large enoughIt follows that a + i is divisible by at least } primes, 
each greater than 0.001n? and so 


a+ n > (0.001n?)?, 


which immediately yields the desired result by symmetry in a and b. 


Now, let us prove that at least half of the primes in the table exceed 
0.001n?. Let M = |0.001n?| and let S be the set of primes not exceeding 
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M. Let us see how many cells can be occupied by a prime p € S. If p 
occupies cells (i1, j1) and (i2, j2), then it divides ig — i1 and jo — jı since 
it divides a+%1,a+%2,b+ j1, b + j2. There are at most 1+ nth pairwise 
congruent mod p numbers between 0 and n, hence the number of cells 


2 
occupied by p does not exceed (1 + net) . It is thus enough to prove 
that for n large enough we have 

1\? 1)? 
pes P 
Expand the left-hand side and rewrite the inequality as 
1 1 1)? 
(n+ 1)? Y 5 4+2(n+1) 50-4 (S| < = 
pes Pp pes p 


Now, by problem 4.77 the first term in the sum does not exceed 
0.49(n + 1)2. The last term does not exceed 0.001n? by the definition of 
S. Finally, the second term is bounded by 


M 
(nt) Oz <(n+1)logM < 2(n+1)logn 
k=1 


and this is less than (0.5 — 0.49 — 0.001)n? for n large enough. o 
39. (Mertens) Prove that for all n > 1 


-6< F EP _mn<4. 
psn 


Proof. We will use the prime factorization of n!, which yields 


logn! = 5 Up(n!) log p. 
psn 


By theorem 6.39 we have 


n n 
——1<v,(n!) < ——. 
z p(n!) A 
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Combining the inequality vp(n!) > > — 1 with the obvious inequality 


nlogn > logn!, we obtain 
l 
nlogn > logn! = X` u(n!) logp >n 2P log J] p. 
psn pín pín 
Employing Erdös’ inequality (theorem 6.57) yields 
> logp — logn < 4, 
pn 
as desired. 


Next, similar arguments (using the inequality vp(n!) < 21) yield 


logn! log p log p 
eel Sy 
i.” © See BY ee P= 


In order to bound from above the second sum appearing in the right- 
hand side, one uses the inequality logp < ./2p (a consequence of the 
inequality e” > a for x > 0), which gives 


log p ovp 
2 Dre sO Ey 


pan PP 1) snp- 


Finally, we leave to the reader as an amusing exercise to prove the in- 
equality 


De < 


Combining all this yields the desired inequality. O 


40. (Mertens) Prove that the sequence (an)n>2 defined by 


is bounded, where the sum is over all primes not exceeding n. 
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Proof. The fact that the sequence is bounded from below is an immediate 
consequence of Euler’s theorem 4.74. In order to prove that the sequence 
is bounded from above we define (for 2 < k < n) uz = logk if k is a prime 
and uz = 0 otherwise. Letting Sı = 0 and Sk = ug+...+uz for2 <k <n, 
we have 


ys 


psn 


= Spar a - 1 Si 
=n = 5 ime TA (ing eet) tine 


P 


By the previous problem 
l 
Sk = > == <Ink+4 
psk 
for 2 < k < n. Therefore 
Ink Inn+4 
ye > à- mean) pan 
AE <5 In(k + 1) Inn 


On the other hand for each 4 < k < n — 1 we have (the last inequality 
can be proved using the function f(x) = InInz) 


mk _ n(1+}) 1 = 


‘egos tees Wines EL i 
In(k + 1) In(k + 1) < kin(k +1) ~ Enk < InInk—InIn(k—1). 


The result follows now easily by adding the previous inequalities (note 
that the resulting sum is telescopic). O 


Congruences for composite moduli 


. (Poland 2003) A polynomial f with integer coefficients has the property 


that gcd(f(a), f(b)) = 1 for some integers a # b. Prove that there is an 
infinite set of integers S such that gcd(f(m), f(n)) = 1 whenever m,n 
are distinct elements of S. 
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Proof. It suffices to prove that if a1, ..., ap are integers such that 


ged(f (ai), f(a;)) =1 


for 1 < i Æ j < k then there is an integer a,4, different from aj,..., ak 
and such that gcd(f(a;), f(a;)) = 1 for 1 <i # j <k4+1. Pick agi 
such that ax41 = a; (mod f(ai+1)) for 1 < i < k — 1 and apy, = ak 
(mod f(a1)), which is possible by the Chinese remainder theorem. Then 
f(ansi) = fai) (mod f(ai41)) for 1 < i < k and f(ak+ı) = f(ax) 
(mod f(a1)). Thus ged(f(ak+1), f(ai+1)) = ged( f(a), f(ai+1)) = 1 for 
1<i<kand similarly gcd(f(ax41), f(ai1)) = 1, as desired. oO 


Remark 8.26. In particular, consider two relatively prime integers a, b. 
Then the problem implies that in the arithmetic progression (an +b)n>0 
there is an infinite set of pairwise relatively prime numbers. This is of 
course a direct consequence of Dirichlet’s theorem on primes in arith- 
metic progressions, but as the problem shows one can also prove it by 
purely elementary means (and with an argument which generalizes to 
higher degrees, for which no analogue of Dirichlet’s theorem is known). 


2. Prove that for all positive integers k and n there exists a set S of n 
consecutive positive integers such that each x € S has at least k distinct 
prime divisors that do not divide any other element of S. 


Proof. Consider a matrix (pij)1<i<n with n rows and k columns and 
1<j<k 


whose entries are pairwise distinct primes greater than n. Let Ri, ..., Rn 
be the products of the entries in rows 1,2,...,n of the matrix. Then 
Rj,...,Rn are pairwise relatively prime, so by the Chinese remainder 
theorem there is a positive integer x such that x = —i (mod R;) for 
1<i<n. Then x +i has at least k distinct prime divisors (namely the 
entries of the kth row of the matrix) and none of these divides x + j for 
j Æi: if p is an entry of the matrix and p | x +i and p | £ + j then 
p | j — i, contradicting the fact that p > n. Thus z +1,...,2 +n satisfy 
all required properties. O 
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3. A lattice point is called visible if its coordinates are relatively prime 


integers. Prove that for any positive integer k there is a lattice point 
whose distance from each visible lattice point is greater than k. 


Proof. It suffices to prove that for each k we can find a square of side 
length k with sides parallel to the coordinate axes and consisting of 
invisible points. In other words, we want to find distinct integers x, y 
such that gcd(z2 + iy + j) > 1 for 1 < i,j < k. Consider a k x k 
matrix whose entries (pij)1<i,j;<z are pairwise distinct primes, and let 
Ri, ..., Rpg (respectively C1, ..., Ck) be the products of the numbers in 
rows (respectively columns) 1,2,...,k of the matrix. Then Rj,..., Rk 
(respectively C1, ..., Ck) are pairwise relatively prime, so by the Chinese 
remainder theorem there are integers  # y such that x = —i (mod R;) 
forl <i < kandy = -—j (mod C;) forl <j <k. Then forall 1 <i,j < 
k the prime p;; divides both z +i and y+ j, hence gcd(x+i,y+j) >1 
and we are done. o 


a, 2a, ... na are all perfect powers. 


b) (Balkan 2000) Prove that for all n > 1 there is a set A of n positive 


integers such that for all 1 < k < n and all z1, £2, ..., £k E A the number 
Mista od tb is a perfect power. 


. a) Prove that for all n > 1 there is a positive integer a such that 


Proof. a) Choose pairwise distinct primes p1, ...,n. We will prove that 
there is a > 1 such that ia is a pjth power for 1 < i < n. Letting 
di, -qk be all primes not exceeding n, we can write each 1 < i < nas 
i = qf"...q¢** with aij > 0. We look for a of the form a = q{?...q;*. If 
1<i<n, then ia = gf1**..qo*** is a pith power if aj; +2; = 0 
(mod p;) for 1 < j < k. By the Chinese remainder theorem we can 
choose for each 1 < j < k a positive integer z; such that x; = —Qij 
(mod p;) for 1 <i < k and the problem is solved. 


Let us remark that there is also a very simple inductive proof: we prove 
the result by induction on n, taking a = 4 for n = 1. Suppose that 
we can find a such that ka = rY for 1 < k < n, where £k, Yk are 
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integers greater than 1. Let m be a common multiple of y1, ...,y, and 
choose b = (n + 1)”a™t!, For 1 < k < n the number kb is a ygth 
power since yk | m and since ka is an y,th power. On the other hand 
(n+ 1)b = ((n+1)a)™*? is also a perfect power, so we are done. 


b) By part a) there is a positive integer a such that a, 2a,...,n- nla 
are all perfect powers. Consider the set A = {nla,2nla,...,nn!a}. If 
T1,- Zk E A and 1 < k < n, then mt tok is of the form mam with 
1<m<_nk. Thus Fong ls is indeed a perfect power by the choice of 
a. Oo 


5. Let a,b,c be pairwise distinct positive integers. Prove that there is an 
integer n such that a + n,b + n,c+ n are pairwise relatively prime. 


Proof. It is not difficult to see that there is k such that at least two of the 
numbers a+k,b+k,c+k are odd. Replacing a, b,c witha+k,b+k,c+k 
and making a permutation of these numbers, we may assume that a and 
b are odd. Let pı, ..., Pm be the odd prime divisors of (a — b)(b—c)(c—a) 
(we allow m = 0). For all 1 < i < m the numbers a,b,c give at most 
two different remainders when divided by p; (since p; divides a — b or 
b — c or c — a), thus (since p; > 2) there is an integer n; such that 
at+mn,b+nj,c+n,; are not multiples of p;. Using the Chinese remainder 
theorem, we can find an even integer n such that n = n; (mod p;) for 
1<i<m. Then n+a,n+b,n +c are pairwise relatively prime: by 
construction the only possible common prime factor of any two of the 
numbers n+ a,n+6,n+c is 2 (note that any such prime factor would 
divide (a — b)(b—c)(c—a)), which is excluded since n +a and n +b are 
odd. The result follows. Oo 


6. (AMM) Prove that there are arbitrarily long sequences of consecutive 
integers, none of which can be written as the sum of two perfect squares. 


Proof. Letting n be a positive integer, we will construct a positive integer 
x such that none of the numbers z + 1, ..., £ +n is a sum of two squares. 
For this, we choose pairwise distinct primes p1, ..., Pn that are congruent 
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to 3 modulo 4 (this is possible thanks to example 4.56), and then use 
the Chinese remainder theorem to find x such that 


r+1=p_ (mod pj),2+2=p2 (mod p9),...,2+n=pn (mod p2). 


By theorem 5.60 none of the numbers z + 1,...,£ +n is a sum of two 
squares. o 


. Let f be a nonconstant polynomial with integer coefficients and let n 


and k be positive integers. Prove that there is a positive integer a such 
that each of the numbers f(a), f(a + 1),..., f(a +n — 1) has at least k 
distinct prime divisors. 


Proof. Choose pairwise distinct prime numbers (pij)i<ij<k such that 
f (xij) = 0 (mod pij) for some positive integers xij, which is possible 
using Schur’s theorem 4.67. Thanks to the Chinese remainder theorem, 
we can find a > 1 such that a+i—1 = zij (mod p;j) for all i, j. But then 
each of the numbers f(a), f(a+1),..., f(a+n—1) has at least k distinct 
prime divisors, since p;; divides f(a + i-— 1) for all 1 < i,j < k. o 


. (IMC 2013) Let p and q be relatively prime positive integers. Prove that 


Syl _ fO if pq is even 


Proof. Write , į 
ro- [l+ la 


for 0 < k < pq— 1. Suppose first that pq is even. If k € {0,1,...,pq—1}, 
then writing k = ap +r with 0 < r < p we obtain 


Bj- [B] cere 
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and a similar formula with p replaced by q. Since p+ q must be odd in 
this case, it follows that 


f(pq—1—k)=q+p—2-f(k)=1+f(k) (mod 2), 


which immediately yields 


pq-1 pq-l pq-1 
pD (-1)f® = 5 (—1)f@9-1-*) = _ > (—1)f) 
k=0 k=0 k=0 

and then JRI (1) ™® =0. 


Suppose now that pq is odd. Writing the Euclidean division of k € 
{0,1,...,pq — 1} by p and q in the form k = app + rz and k = byq + Rx, 
we obtain (since p and q are odd) 


f(k) =ak+bk =k-—rg+k-— Re =r +R, (mod 2). 
Next, for each (r, R) € {0,1,...,p — 1} x {0,1,...,q — 1} the Chinese 


remainder theorem yields the existence of a unique k € {0, 1, ..., pq — 1} 
such that (rp, Rk) = (a,b). We conclude that 


pq—1 p-1q-1 
5 (-1)f® = > se 12+ = So 1)? Da 1) 
k=0 a=0 b=0 a=0 =0 
The result follows. oO 


9. (IMO 1999 Shortlist) Find all positive integers n for which there is an 
integer m such that 2” — 1 | m? + 9. 


Proof. Clearly n = 1 is a solution of the problem, so assume from now 
on that n > 2. If 2” — 1 | m? +9 for some integer m, then 2” — 1 has no 
prime divisor p > 3 such that p = 3 (mod 4), by corollary 5.28. On the 
other hand, if d > 1 is an odd integer, then 2% — 1 = —1 (mod 4) and 
3 does not divide 2% — 1, thus 2¢ — 1 has a prime factor p = 3 (mod 4) 
different from 3. We deduce that n cannot have any odd divisor d > 1 (as 
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otherwise 24—1 | 2”—1 | m?+49, contradicting the previous observations) 
and so n is a power of 2. 


Conversely if n is a power of 2, then n is a solution of the problem. 
Indeed, write n = 2* and observe that 


gk-1 


2 — 1 = 3- (27 + 1)(24 + 1)...(22 +1). 


Choosing m = 3a, it is enough to find a such that 
(2? + 1)(24 +1)...(27°” + 1) divides a? + 1. 


Since the Fermat numbers 2%” + 1 are pairwise relatively prime (by ex- 
ample 3.12), by the Chinese remainder theorem there is an see a 
such that a = 22" (mod 2” +1) for 1 <i < k—1. Then a +1 = 0 
(mod 2” +1) for 1 < i < k—1 and so (22 +1)(24+1)...(2?""' +1) divides 
a? +1. The solutions of the problem are therefore all powers of 2. O 


(Bulgaria 2003) A finite set C of positive integers is called good if for 
any k € Z there exist a Æ b € C such that gcd(a + k,b + k) > 1. Prove 
that if the sum of the elements of a good set C equals 2003, then there 
exists c € C such that the set C — {c} is good. 


Proof. Say a prime p is good for a set C C Z if for any i € {0,1,...,p—1} 
the congruence z = i (mod p) is satisfied by at least two elements of C. 
It is clear that if there is a prime p good for C, then C is good. The 
crucial remark is that the converse holds. Indeed, assume that C is 
good but no prime p is good for C. Let S be the set of all primes not 
exceeding max(C). Then for all p € S we can find ip € {0,1,...,p — 1} 
such that z = ip (mod p) for at most one element x of C. Using the 
Chinese remainder theorem, we can find an integer k such that k = —ip 
(mod p) for all p € S. Since C is good, there are a # b € C such that 
gcd(a + k,b + k) > 1. Letting p be a prime divisor of ged(a + k,b + k), 
we have p € S, since p | b — a and |a — b| < max(C). But then a = 
—k = ip (mod p) and b = ip (mod p), contradicting the choice of ip. 
This establishes the claim. 
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It is now rather easy to solve the problem. Let p be a prime good 
for C, so we can find a; Æ bi € C such that a; = b; = i (mod p) for 
0<i<p. Note that {apo, ...,a@p-1, bo, .--, bp-1} is a good set and so is any 
set containing it (as p is good for any such set). Thus it suffices to prove 
that C # {ao, «++; ap—1, b0, «+5 bp—1}- If C = {ao, «++; @p—1, bo, «+5 bp-1}, 
then the hypothesis yields 


p-l 
X (ai + bi) = 2003. 
i=0 


On the other hand 


p-1 p-l 
X (ai +b) =2 Xi =0 (mod p), 
i=0 i=0 


thus p divides 2003 and then p = 2003. Since a;,b; > 1, this makes the 
equality oeg (ai + bi) = 2003 impossible and finishes the proof. O 


Is there a sequence of 101 consecutive odd integers such that each term 
of the sequence has a prime factor not exceeding 103? 


Proof. Such a sequence exists. Let d be the product of all odd primes 
not exceeding 47. Let x be an odd positive multiple of d and consider 
the sequence of 101 consecutive odd integers 


x — 100, x — 98, x — 96, ..., £, £ + 2, ..., £ +100. 


If 1 < j < 50 is not a power of 2, then the terms x2j of this sequence are 
not relatively prime to d (since j has an odd prime factor, which divides 
d). There are still 12 terms of the sequence we have to take care of, 
namely z—2f and x+2/ for 1 < j < 6. Call these terms z — a1, ..., £ — Q12 
and let pı = 53, ..., p12 = 103 be all primes in (47, 103]. Choosing x such 
that x = a; (mod p;) for 1 < i < 12, which is possible by the Chinese 
remainder theorem, yields a sequence which has the desired property. O 
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12. (USA TST 2010) The sequence (a@n)n>1 satisfies aj = 1 and 


An = A\n/2] + [n/a] +--+ + O[n/nj + 1 


22010) 


for all n > 2. Prove that an =n (mod for infinitely many n. 


Proof. For n > 3 we have 
n n—1 S 
Qn —an-1=}_ ajn -J ajn =1+ ) (ajnj —a@)n-1)). 
Dea) È aaj = 1+ lelg] = aleg] 


Since |] — |= | is 0 unless k | n, in which case it equals 1, we deduce 
that 
an — An—1 = 1+ D (aa — aq-1), 
2<d<n 
d|n 
which also holds for n = 2. Defining zı = 1 and Tn = an — an-ı for 
n > 1, the previous relation becomes (for n > 2) 


= Daw 
d|n 
d<n 


Next we prove by strong induction on n that 


gmaxp|n Up(n)—1 | Tn. 


This is immediate for n = 1 and n = 2, so assume that n > 2 and that 
the previous divisibility holds for 1,2,...,n — 1. Take any prime p | n 
and let k = vp(n). We have (assuming n # p, as otherwise everything is 


clear) 
mm Data do ta = 202 +) aa. 
n p*|d p*|d 
d<n d<n 


By the inductive hypothesis 2*—! divides 2z,, /p and also xq for alld < n 
such that p* | d. Thus 2*-1 | x, and the inductive step is proved. 
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It it now easy to conclude. Let N = 22010—1 and choose pairwise distinct 
primes 7), ...,pn. By the Chinese remainder theorem there are infinitely 
many integers z > 1 such that z = —i (mod p20) for all 1 <i < N. 
The previous paragraph shows that 22010 | z,.; for 1 < i < N, thus 
Qz44 = Gz44-1 (mod 22010) for 1 < i < N. Since one of the numbers 
z,z+1,...,z+N is congruent to a, modulo 22010, it follows that for 
each such z we can find n € {z, z + 1, ..., z + 22010 — 1} such that an =n 
(mod 22010), which finishes the proof. oO 


(China TST 2014) A function f : N —> N satisfies for all m,n > 1 
gcd(f(m), f(n)) < ged(m,n)* and n< f(n) < n + 2014. 


Prove that there is a positive integer N such that f(n) =n for n > N. 


Proof. Letting k = 2014, we will prove that we can take N = k*. First, 
let us observe that f is injective on (k¥,o0), for if f(a) = f(b) with 
a >b > k*, thena < f(a) = f(b) < b + k, hence 


a < f(a) = ged(f(a), f(b)) < gcd(a, b)" < (a — b)! = k*, 


a contradiction. This observation combined with the inequality n < 
f(n) < n+ k yields the following result: if x > k* and f(x +i)=xz+i 
for all 1 < i < k, then f(n) = n for all n € (k*, a]. It is thus sufficient 
to prove the existence of infinitely many x such that f(x +i) = x+ i for 
alll <i<k. 


Let n > 1 be an integer such that f(n) Æ n. By example 7.8 we know 
that all prime divisors p of f(n) divide n and so they divide f(n) — n. 
Since n+ 1 < f(n) < n+ k, it follows that any such prime p cannot 
exceed k. Calling a number n > 1 nice if it has at least one prime factor 
greater than k, it follows that f(n) = n whenever f(n) is nice. Thus, 
in order to finish the proof it suffices to prove that for infinitely many x 
each of the numbers z+ 1, ..., £+ k is nice. This is however an immediate 
consequence of the Chinese remainder theorem: simply choose different 
primes q1, ..., qk each greater than k, and choose x such that x +i = 0 
(mod qi) for 1 <i<k. o 
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(Iran 2007) Let n be a positive integer such that gcd(n, 2(21°8°—1)) = 1. 
Let a1, Q2,...,@,(n) be a reduced residue system modulo n. Prove that 
njat336 + 5888 +... + ayn 
Proof. Since n is odd, 2a, 2a2,...,2@,(n) is also a reduced residue sys- 

tem modulo n, hence 


1386+ gh9864.. 4 91986 = (2a;) 18864 (2ap)!9864.. + (2ap(n))?985 (mod n). 


The result follows, since n is relatively prime to 21386 — 1. o 


Let n > 1 be an integer and let 71,72, ..., T(n) be a reduced residue 
system modulo n. For which integers a is rı + a, r2 + a, ..., T(n) + a a 
reduced residue system modulo n? 


Proof. Note that rı +a, ..., T p(n) +a are pairwise distinct modulo n, since 
T1, =, T(n) are so. So the question is when they are all relatively prime 
ton. Let N = Hyn P be the product of the different prime factors of 
n. If N | a, then clearly gcd(x + a,n) = 1 whenever gced(z,n) = 1, so 
any such a is a solution of the problem. Conversely, let a be a solution 
and assume that N does not divide a, so there is a prime factor p of n 
which does not divide a. Write n = p"k with k relatively prime to p 
and choose, using the Chinese remainder theorem, x such that x = —a 
(mod p) and z = 1 (mod k). Then clearly gcd(z,n) = 1, so there is 
i such that z = r; (mod n). It follows that z+ a = r; +a (mod n) 
and so gcd(z + a,n) = ged(r; + a,n) = 1. This is clearly absurd, since 
p | gcd(z +a,n). Thus the answer of the problem is: all multiples of 
Hojn P. 0O 


Prove that any positive integer n has a multiple whose sum of digits is n. 


Proof. Write n = 2° . 5? . m, with gced(m,10) = 1 and a,b > 0, and 
consider the number 


A = 1001020 4 100 4... 41020), 
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Clearly the sum of digits of A is n. It remains to check that A is a 
multiple of n. It suffices to prove that m divides 10%(™ + 10240") +... 4 
10°¥(™) | which follows from Euler’s theorem. o 


For which integers n > 1 is there a polynomial f with integer coefficients 
such that f(k) =0 (mod n) or f(k) =1 (mod n) for any integer k, and 
both these congruences have solutions? 


Proof. If n is a power of a prime, then Euler’s theorem shows that X¥(”) 
is a solution of the problem. If n is not a prime power, we can write 
n = ab with a,b > 1 and ged(a,b) = 1. Fix some r,s with f(r) = 0 
(mod n) and f(s) =1 (mod n). The Chinese remainder theorem gives 
a t with t = r (moda) and t = s (mod b). But then we see that 
f(t) = f(r) = 0 (mod a) and f(t) = f(s) = 1 (mod b). But then f(t) 
is neither 0 nor 1 modulo n, a contradiction. Thus the solutions of the 
problem are exactly the powers of prime numbers. oO 


(Saint Petersburg 1998) Is there a nonconstant polynomial f with 
integer coefficients and an integer a > 1 such that the numbers 
f(a), f(a”), f (a3), ... are pairwise relatively prime? 


Proof. The answer is negative. Assume that f(a), f(a), f(a°),... are 
pairwise relatively prime. Then gcd(a, f(0)) divides both f(a) and 
f(a), so ged(a, f(0)) = 1. Choose a positive integer i such that 
|f(a*)| > 2, which is possible since f is nonconstant. Note that 
gcd(a, f(a*)) = gcd(a, f(0)) = 1, thus, letting j = i + y(|f(a‘)|), Euler’s 
theorem yields af = a’ (mod f (aż) and f(a’) = f(a‘) =0 (mod f(a’)). 
Thus ged(f(a*), f(a7)) #1, a contradiction. o 


a) (IMO 1971) Prove that the sequence (2” — 3)n>1 contains an infinite 
subsequence in which every two distinct terms are relatively prime. 


b) (Romania TST 1997) Let a > 1 be a positive integer. Prove the same 
result as in a) for the sequence (a"*1 + a” — 1)n>1. 
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Proof. a) We prove by induction on k > 2 the existence of an increasing 
sequence nı < ... < nx such that gced(2™ — 3,2") — 3) = 1 for alli AJ € 
{1,2,...,k}. For k = 2 take nı = 1 and ng = 2. Assuming that nı <... < 
nz are constructed, we will construct nz41 > ng such that 2"*+1 — 3 is 
relatively prime to N := Wa (2”3—3). Simply take nk41ı = (nk+1)y(N) 
and observe that nk+ı > nk and by Euler’s theorem 2"*+1 — 3 = —2 
(mod N). Since N is odd, it follows that 2"*+1 — 3 is relatively prime to 
N, as desired. 


b) Let £n = a”t! + a” — 1. As in part a), we prove by induction on 
k > 1 the existence of a sequence nj < ... < nx such that Tni, .--, Eng 
are pairwise relatively prime. There is nothing to be done for k = 1, so 
assume the existence of nı < ... < ng. Let N = Zp,...2n, and note that 
gcd(N,a) = 1. Choose ng41 = (ng + 1)y(N), then by Euler’s theorem 
Enp}, = a (mod N) and so gced(rn,,,,N) = 1, proving the inductive 
step. Oo 


(China TST 2005) Integers ag, a1, ..., an and To, 21,...,2n satisfy 
agxk + ar} +... + anzE =0 


for all 1 < k < r, where r is a positive integer. Prove that m divides 
aox + axt +... + anze forall r+1 < m<2r+1. 


Proof. Taker +1 <m < 2r +1 and let p be a prime factor of m and 
u = v(m). It suffices to prove that p" | So ajz7". We claim that 


xy = ae (mod p”) for 0 < j <n. If this holds, we obtain 


n m 
Y ajc? = X aje? (mod p”) 
= = 


and the last sum vanishes by assumption, since T € {1,2,...,r}. To 


prove the claim, we discuss two cases. If p | zj, then p” | ae, since 
7 > p“! > u. If p does not divide x; then y(p%) | m — F and so by 
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m 


Euler’s theorem x7" = er (mod p“). This proves the claim and finishes 


the solution of the problem. oO 


(Hong Kong 2010) Let n be an integer greater than 1 and let 1 < a; < 
.. < ak <1 be the totatives of n. Prove that for any integer a relatively 
prime to n we have 


b(n) _ 3 
a ey e 1 || mea) 
aa; 


i=1 


Proof. Consider the Euclidean division aa; = qin + r; of aa; by n. Since 
a is relatively prime to n and (aj,...,a,) is a reduced residue system 
modulo n, so is (aaj,...,aa,), thus r1,...,7~ are just a permutation of 
Q1,..-,@,- In particular Tey a; = T Tis 


Next, take the product of the relations aa; = qin + ri and obtain 
a®Ma...ap = (qin +11).--(qun + rg). 


Expanding the product in the right-hand side and reducing modulo n? 
yields 


a? ay ..dg = Pele + TQ TRIN F... ETL Th-19KN (mod n°). 
Since Tey a; = TES Ti, we obtain the equivalent congruence 


p(n) _ 4 
eS h ae (mod n). 
n ri Tk 


We conclude using the fact that % = Z (mod n) and that q; = |*#]. 


n 


(Kömal) Let £1, T2, ..., En be integers such that ged(x1, ..., £n) = 1. Prove 
that if s; = 7, + z5 + ... + £h, then 


ged(s1, S2, ...,$n) | lem(1, 2, ..., n). 
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Proof. By example 6.7 it suffices to prove that p? < n for any prime p 
and any d > 1 such that pf | gcd(s1,..., Sn). Write 


(X = zı). (X — Tn) =X" + an1 X"! +... + ao 


for some integers ao,...,dn. Then 2? + Anz? * +... + ao = 0 for 
1 <i <n. Multiplying this relation by 27 (for r an arbitrary nonnegative 
integer) and adding the resulting relations, we obtain 


Sntr + An—18n4r—1 +... + aos = 0 


for all r > 0. Since pf divides s},...,5, an immediate induction using 
the previous relation shows that p? divides s, for all r > 1. Setting 
r = d-(p*) we obtain 


d 
oP) + 4 24") =0 (mod p’). 
d 
By Euler’s theorem, each term gir ) is either a multiple of p? or con- 


gruent to 1 modulo p*. Since gcd(z1,...,2n) = 1, there is at least one 
nonzero term. We immediately conclude that p* < n, as desired. o 


(Brazil 2005) Let a and c be positive integers. Prove that for any integer 
b there is a positive integer x such that 


a” +xz=b (mod c). 


Proof. The solution is very similar to that of example 7.55. We will 
prove by strong induction on c the following statement: for all integers 
b and all a > 1 there are infinitely many x > 1 such that a” + x = b 
(mod c). The case c = 1 is clear, so assume that the result holds up 
to c — 1 and let us prove it for c. Fix a > 1 and an integer b. Since 
(c) < c, by the inductive hypothesis there are infinitely many z > 1 
such that y(c) | a” +x — b. We can thus choose (once and for all) such 
x, with £ > max,), Up(c) and x > b. Then arguing as in example 7.55 we 
obtain a?+*?(*) = a? (mod c) for all k > 1. Write a? + 2 — b = dy(c) for 
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some d > 1 and set y, = x + (kc — d)y(c) for k > d (k > d/c would be 
enough). Then 


av +y, =a” + yk =a +z- dolc) =b (mod e), 


thus all (yk)k>q are solutions of the congruence a” + y = b (mod c), 
proving the inductive step. O 


(Ibero American 2012) Prove that for any integer n > 1 there exist n 
consecutive positive integers such that none of them is divisible by the 
sum of its digits. 


Proof. Write s(x) for the sum of the digits of x. Choose pairwise distinct 
prime numbers pj, p2,...,Pn such that p; > max(3,7) for i < n. Let 
P = pıp2... Pn and consider 


P) 19(P-10)e(P) _ 1 


— 10% 
B=10 e E 


+10. 

Then B is a multiple of P by Euler’s theorem, and s(B) = P — 9. Since 
gcd(P — 9,p;) = 1 for 1 < į < n, the Chinese remainder theorem yields 
the existence of a positive integer t such that t(P—9)+s(i) = 0 (mod p;) 
for 1 <i <n. Define C = BB... B (with t copies of B) and note that 
for x large enough we have 


s(107C +i) = s(C) + s(i)=0 (mod p;) 


for i < n. Then 10°C + 1,..., 107C +n are consecutive numbers and 
none of them is a multiple of the sum of its digits. Indeed, if (10°C +i) 
divides 10°C + i, then p; divides 10°C + i and since p; | C (because 
pi | B) we deduce that p; | i, a contradiction. o 


(Russia 2006) Let x and y be purely periodic decimal fractions such that 
x+y and zy are purely periodic decimal fractions with period length T. 
Prove that the lengths of the periods of x and y are not greater than T. 
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Proof. Write x = $ and y = § with c,d > 0 and gcd(a, b) = gcd(c, d) = 
1. Write 

Ce gS wW f 
and zy = #5 = ¢ in lowest form. 
By assumption f | 107 — 1 and h | 107 — 1. Since f(ad + bc) = ebd, we 
obtain b | fad and so b | fd | d(107 — 1). Next, since ach = bdg, we have 
b | ach and so b | ch | c(107 — 1). 
It follows that b | ged(c(107 — 1), d(107 — 1)) = 107 — 1 and similarly we 
obtain d | 107 — 1. The result follows. 


Here is an alternative argument: by the hypotheses, the polynomial 


P(X) = (107 —1)(X — 2)(X —y) 


has integer coefficients and roots x and y. By the rational root theorem, 
it follows that the denominators of x and y divide the leading coefficient 
107 — 1 of P(X). Thus their periods divide T. o 


(Iran 2013) Let p be an odd prime and let d be a positive divisor of p— 1. 
Let S be the set of integers x € {1,2, ..., p — 1} for which the order of z 
modulo p is d. Find the remainder of [Į [peg £ when divided by p. 


Proof. For each x € S there is a unique y € {1,2,...,p — 1} such that 
zy = 1 (mod p). If k is a positive integer, then the congruence zë = 

(mod p) is equivalent to (xy)! = y* (mod p) or y* = 1 (mod p), thus 
the orders of z and y modulo p are the same and y € S. Moreover, by 
construction zy = 1 (mod p). If z = y then z? = 1 (mod p) and so 
d= 1 or d= 2. Thus for d > 2 the set S has a partition into pairs (x, y) 
as above and so [Į] esz = 1 (mod p). If d = 1 then S = {1} and the 
answer is again 1. If d = 2 then S = {1,p— 1} and the answer is —1. O 


27. Let a,b, n be positive integers with a Æ b. Prove that 


n pn 
2n | pla” +6") and nle (5), 
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Proof. Note that we may assume that gcd(a, b) = 1, by replacing a and b 
with aaa) and aa: We may also assume that a > b, by symmetry. 


We prove first the divisibility 2n | y(a” +b”). Let c be a positive integer 
such that bc = 1 (mod a” + b”) (c exists since gcd(b, a” + b”) = 1) and 
note that gcd(ac,a” + b”) = 1. If k > 1 the congruence (ac)* = 1 
(mod a” + b”) is equivalent to (abc)* = b* (mod a” + b”) and then to 
a* =b} (mod a” +b”). Let d be the order of ac modulo a” + b”. Since 
a?” = b?” (mod a” + b”), the previous discussion yields d | 2n and 
a” +b” | at — bê, in particular d | 2n and d > n. We deduce that d = 2n. 
Since d | y(a" + b”), the result follows. 


We prove next the divisibility n | y (=). Let 


a— 


a” — b” 
N= Pe = aT! p grep hee. 


Since gcd(ab, N) = 1, there is a positive integer c such that bc = 1 
(mod N), and we have gcd(ac,N) = 1. Arguing as above, one proves 
that the order of ac modulo N equals n and concludes that n | y(N). O 


Find all primes p and q such that p? + 1|20037+ 1 and q? + 1|2003? +1. 


Proof. We may assume that p < q. If p = 2 then 5 | 2003% + 1, which 
forces q = 2 and gives the solution (2,2). Assume next that p > 2. If 
r is a prime factor of p? + 1, then r | 200374 — 1, hence ord, (2003) | 2q. 
Assuming that gcd(q, ord,(2003)) = 1, we infer that 


r | 2003? — 1 = 23 -3 - 7 - 11 - 13 - 167. 


Since r = 1 (mod 4) (combine corollary 5.28 with r | p? + 1), it follows 
that r = 2 or r = 13. We cannot have r = 13 since r | 20037 + 1 and 
20031 + 1 = 2 (mod 13). We conclude that r = 2 or q | ord,(2003) | 
r— 1, ie. any odd prime factor r of p? + 1 is congruent to 1 modulo 
q. Combined with v2(p? + 1) = 1, this gives p? + 1 = 2 (mod q), i.e. 
q | (p — 1)(p + 1). This is however impossible since q > p and p is odd. 
Thus the only solution of the problem is (2, 2). oO 
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(MOSP 2001) Let p be a prime number and let m,n be integers greater 
than 1 such that n|m?("—)) — 1. Prove that ged(m"~! —1,n) > 1. 


Proof. Assume that gcd(m"—! — 1,n) = 1. Let a = vp(n — 1), let q be 
any prime factor of n and finally let d be the order of m mod q. Since 
q does not divide m”-! — 1, d cannot divide n — 1. On the other hand, 
q divides m?("—1) — 1, thus d divides p(n — 1). It follows that vp(d) >a 
and since d | q— 1, we obtain vp(q—1) > a+1. Since this happens for all 
primes q dividing n, it follows that n = 1 (mod p%**), which contradicts 
the equality vp(n — 1) = a. The result follows. oO 


a) (Pepin’s test) Let n be a positive integer and let k = 2?” +1. Prove 
that k is a prime if and only if k3 F +1. 


b) (Euler-Lagrange) Let p = —1 (mod 4) be a prime. Prove that 2p + 1 
is a prime if and only if 2p + 1|2? — 1. 


Proof. a) Suppose that k is a prime and let us prove that k | SE +1. 
By Euler’s criterion (theorem 5.99) this is equivalent to (; ) = —1 and, 


by the quadratic reciprocity law (theorem 5.124), to (— 1) *-(4) = —1. 
This follows directly oe k =1 (mod 4) and k = 2 (mod 3). 


Suppose next that k3 F E l and let p be a prime factor of k. Since 
p|k|3*-1 — 1, the order d of 3 modulo p divides k — 1 = 2?”, so d is a 
power of 2. If d < T: 1, then d | 45+ and p | Sad, contradicting the 
fact that p | k | 3° +1. Thus d = k — 1 and since d | p— 1, we obtain 
k < p. Since p | k, we conclude that p = k, as needed. 


b) The argument is very similar. If q = 2p + 1 is a prime, we need to 
prove that q | a 1, ie. that (2) = 1, which follows from the fact 
that q = —1 (mod 8) and theorem 5.125. Conversely, if q | 2? — 1, then 
the order of 2 mod q must be p (since it is not 1 and it divides p), and 
the same happens for any prime factor l of q. Thus p | / — 1 for each 
prime factor l of q, which immediately yields the result. m 
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Remark 8.27. Pepin’s test was used for instance to prove that each of 
the numbers F33, F14, Fo, F22, Fos is composite, where Fn = 22” + 1. 


Let p > 2 be an odd prime and let a be a primitive root modulo p. Prove 
—1 
that a’? = —1 (mod p). 


Proof. By Fermat’s little theorem we have a?! = 1 (mod p), hence 
pai 2-1 pai 
(a2 —1)(a 2 +1) = 0 (mod p). We cannot havea 7 =1 (mod p), 
-1 
since the order of a mod p is p—1 > eS. Hence a T +1=0 (mod p), 


as desired. o 


Suppose that n > 1 is an integer for which there are primitive roots mod- 
ulo n. Prove that the set {1,2, ...,n} contains exactly y(y(n)) primitive 
roots modulo n. 


Proof. Pick a primitive root g modulo n. If a is another primitive root 
modulo n, then we can find an integer k € {0,1, ..., p(n) — 1} such that 
a = g? (mod n). 

Since the order of g modulo n is y(n), proposition 7.66 shows that the 
order of g* modulo n is y(n) if and only if ged(k, p(n)) = 1. We deduce 
that the primitive roots modulo n in the set {1, 2, ..., n} are precisely the 
remainders modulo n of the numbers g®!, ..., g**, where a1, ...,a, are the 
totatives of y(n). Their number is k = y(y(n)). o 


Let p be an odd prime. Prove that p is a Fermat prime (i.e. of the form 
2” +1 with n > 1) if and only if every quadratic non-residue mod p is a 
primitive root mod p. 


Proof. There are 2z} quadratic non-residues mod p and y(p — 1) prim- 
itive roots mod p (use the previous exercise or Theorem 7.104 for the 
last assertion). Thus if any quadratic non-residue mod p is a primitive 
root mod p we must have y(p — 1) > eS. Writing p — 1 = 2*m with 
k > 1 and m odd, the previous inequality becomes y(m) > m and forces 
m = 1. Thus p is a Fermat prime. 
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Conversely, assume that p is a Fermat prime, then y(p— 1) = bah since 
p—1is a power of 2. Since any primitive root mod p is a quadratic non- 
residue mod p and since there are as many quadratic non-residues mod 
p as primitive roots mod p, it follows that every quadratic non-residue 
mod p is a primitive root mod p. The result follows. Oo 


Let A(n) be the least positive integer k such that x* = 1 (mod n) for all 
x relatively prime to n. Prove that 


a) If k is a positive integer such that zë = 1 (mod n) for all z relatively 
prime to n, then k is a multiple of A(n). 


b) A(mn) = lem(A(m), A(n)) for m,n relatively prime. 


c) We have A(n) = y(n) when n = 2,4 or a power of an odd prime, and 
A(2”) = 272 for n > 3. 


d) For each n, the set of numbers ord (x) (over all z relatively prime to 
n) is precisely the set of positive divisors of A(n). 


Proof. a) Write k = qX(n) +r with 0 < r < A(n). Assume that r > 0. 
Then for all x relatively prime to n we have 


1 =g" = (ò). "=x" (mod n). 


This contradicts the minimality of A(n). 


b) Let M = lcm(A(m), A(n)). Suppose that z is relatively prime to mn, 
so it is relatively prime to both m and n. Now by definition of M we 
have r™ = 1 (mod n) and 2” = 1 (mod m), thus x” = 1 (mod mn), 
since gcd(m,n) = 1. Since x was arbitrary, this yields (thanks to a)) 


To prove that M | \(mn), it suffices, thanks to a) and to symmetry in 
m and n, to prove that 2°") = 1 (mod n) for all x relatively prime 
to n. Take such xz. Note that x is not necessarily prime to m, but 
since gcd(m,n) = 1 we can find y such that y = z (mod n) and y = 1 
(mod m) (Chinese remainder theorem). Now y is relatively prime to mn, 
so y(™") = 1 (mod n). But clearly ym) = gr(™™) hence the result. 
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c) Note that in all cases A(n) | y(n), thanks to a) and Euler’s theorem. 


Suppose that n is 2,4 or a power of an odd prime. Then we can find 
a primitive root g modulo n. Since gò”) = 1 (mod n) and since g has 
order y(n) modulo n, it follows that y(n) | A(n). Combined with the 
first paragraph, this yields y(n) = A(n) for such n. 


Now consider 2” for n > 3. By the first paragraph \(2”) divides y(2") = 
2”-1 hence it is a power of 2, say 2*. Thus we need to find the smallest 
k for which z” = 1 (mod 2”) for all odd numbers z. We saw several 
times that k = n — 2. 


d) Let z be an integer relatively prime to n and let d = ord,(z). Since 
x") = 1 (mod n), we deduce that d | A(n). Conversely, let d be a 
positive divisor of A(n). We need to prove that we can find zx relatively 
prime to n such that ord,(x) = d. 


Let n = pi...ps. By b) and c) we have A(n) = lem(y(pj*), ..., o(pe)). 
Let d; = gcd(d, plp). Since every prime power factor of d must divide 
at least one of the p(o), we have d = lcm(d1,...,ds). Let a; be a 


ki 
primitive root modulo p;*. Then z; = af P: )/d nas order di modulo p*'. 
Using the Chinese remainder theorem, we can find an integer x such 
that x = x; (mod p;*) for all i. Then z is clearly relatively prime to n, 
and its order modulo př is d;. Hence its order modulo n is a multiple of 
d = lcm(dı,...,ds). Conversely, d; divides d for all i and hence zê = 1 
(mod p;*) for all i. Thus zf = 1 (mod n) and hence the order of x 
modulo n divides d. Thus the order must be d. o 


Let p > 2 be a prime and let a be a primitive root mod p. Prove that 
—a is a primitive root mod p if and only if p = 1 (mod 4). 


Proof. Note that if x is a primitive root modulo p then rF = -1 
(mod p), since (zF 2 = 1 (mod p) by Fermat’s little theorem and eF 
is not congruent to 1 modulo p since ordp(x) = p — 1. Suppose that 
—a is a primitive root modulo p, then by the preliminary discussion 
we have aF = (a) F = —1 (mod p), thus eae = 1 (mod p) 


674 


36. 


37. 


Chapter 8. Solutions to practice problems 


and since p > 2 we deduce that p = 1 (mod 4). Conversely, suppose 
that p = 1 (mod 4) and let d be the order of —a modulo p. Then 
(—a)¢ = 1 (mod p), thus a4 = 1 (mod p) and since a is a primitive 
root modulo p we deduce that p — 1 | 2d. If —a is not a primitive root 
modulo p, then necessarily d = 85" and so (-a) "F = 1 (mod p). But 


(a) F = (1) FaF = 1-(—1) = —1 (mod p), a contradiction. Thus 
—a is a primitive root mod p and the problem is solved. O 


(Unesco Competition 1995) Let m,n be integers greater than 1. Prove 
that the remainders of the numbers 1”, 2”, ..., m” modulo m are pairwise 
distinct if and only if m is square-free and n is relatively prime to y(m). 


Proof. Suppose that the remainders of 1",2”,...,m” are pairwise dis- 

tinct. If there is a prime p such that p? | m, then m” and (m/p)” are 

both 0 modulo m, a contradiction. Thus m is squarefree, say m = p1...Pk 

for some pairwise distinct primes 7}, ...,p,. We need to prove that n is 

relatively prime to p; — 1 for all į, since y(m) = (pi — 1)...(p_ — 1). Sup- 

pose that d; = gcd(p; — 1,n) > 1 for some i, and pick a primitive root 
ae 


g modulo p;. Then x = gu satisfies x” = 1 (mod p;) and z is not 
congruent to 1 modulo p;. Thanks to the Chinese remainder theorem we 
can find y such that y = 1 (mod p;) for all j # i and y = x (mod pj). 
But then y” = 1 (mod m) and y is not congruent to 1 modulo m, a 
contradiction. This proves one direction. 


Next, assume that m = pı...pk is squarefree and gcd(n,y(m)) = 1. 
Suppose that for some 1 <i < j < m we have i” = j” (mod m). Then 
i” = j” (mod pr) for all r and since p, — 1 and n are relatively prime, 
we deduce that i = j (mod p). But then i = j (mod m), which is 
impossible. This proves the opposite direction and finishes the solution. 

O 


(adapted from Tuymaada 2011) Prove that among 2500 consecutive pos- 
itive integers there is an integer n such that the length of the period of 
the decimal expansion of + is greater than 2011. 
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Proof. We want to ensure that the order of 10 modulo n is greater than 
2011. It suffices to prove that there is d € {1, 2, ..., 2500} such that the 
order of 10 modulo d is greater than 2011. Indeed, if such d exists, then 
among any 2500 consecutive integers one can find a multiple of d, and 
the result follows. 


We start by finding a prime p for which 10 is a primitive root modulo p. 
Trial and error gives the smallest answer p = 7. Let us see whether 10 is 
a primitive root modulo 49. The order of 10 modulo 49 is a multiple of 6 
and a divisor of (49) = 42. So if 10 is not a primitive root modulo 49, 
then its order is 6 and so 49 | 106 — 1 = 33-7-11-13-37. The last result 
is absurd, hence 10 is a primitive root modulo 49, thus also a primitive 
root modulo 7” for all n, by theorem 7.108. Now, it is enough to ensure 
that we can find a power of 7 with y(7*) > 2011 and 7* < 2500. It is 
not difficult to see that 74 works, hence the result. oO 


Is there a positive integer which is divisible by the product P of its digits 
and such that P is a power of 7 greater than 102016? 


Proof. Fix a positive integer k. We will prove that there is a number x 
divisible by the product P of its digits and such that P = 7*. We saw in 
the previous exercise that 10 is a primitive root modulo 7*. Consider the 
number a = 66...6 = 6- ae then 1—9a = 7—6-10* is relatively prime 
to 7 and so there are infinitely many n such that 10” = 1—9a (mod 7*). 
For such n which is greater than k, the number 11 +a has the product 
of its digits equal to 7* and is a multiple of 7* by construction. O 


Let m,n be positive integers. Prove that there is a positive integer k 
such that 2* = 1999 (mod 3”) and 2* = 2009 (mod 5”). 


Proof. Using theorem 7.108, it follows easily that 2 is a primitive root 
modulo 3” and modulo 5”, thus we can find positive integers k1, k2 such 
that 2*1 = 1999 (mod 3”) and 2*2 = 2009 (mod 5”). Considering these 
simply as congruences modulo 3 and 5, it follows that kı and ke are even. 
The Chinese remainder theorem yields the existence of a positive integer 
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a such that a = & (mod 3™-!) and a = # (mod 2- 5"%7!). Letting 
k = 2a and using Euler’s theorem, we obtain 2* = 1999 (mod 3™) and 
2* = 2009 (mod 5”), as desired. oO 


(Iran 2012) Let p be an odd prime. Prove that there is a positive integer 
x such that z and 4x are both primitive roots modulo p. 


Proof. Fix a primitive root g modulo p and write 2 = g* (mod p) for 
some positive integer k. If we can find a positive integer a such that a 
and a + 2k are relatively prime to p — 1 then z = g° and 4x = g*+?* 
(mod p) are primitive roots modulo p (see the solution of exercise 32) 
and we are done. Let q1, ..., qs be the prime factors of p—1, with qı = 2. 
If i > 1 then q; > 2 hence there is a; € {0,1,...,q; — 1} different from 
0 and —2k (mod q;). Set a; = 1. By the Chinese remainder theorem 
we can choose an integer a such that a = a; (mod q) for all 1 < i < s. 
Then by construction a and a + 2k are not divisible by q; for any i, so 
they are relatively prime to p — 1. The result follows. H 


(Brazil 2009) Let p,q be odd primes such that q = 2p + 1. Prove that 
there is a multiple of q whose sum of digits is 1, 2 or 3. 


Proof. The order d of 10 modulo q divides q — 1 = 2p, so it equals 1, 2, p 
or 2p. If d = 1 then q divides 9 and hence q = 3, which is not possible. 
If d = 2, then q divides 99 and hence q = 11 and we can choose 11 to 
be the desired multiple. If d = 2p, then q | 10? + 1, and we can choose 
10? + 1 as a multiple of q with sum of digits 2. This leaves only the 
case d = p. In this case 10° = 10(9-1)/2 = 1 (mod q) and hence 10 is a 
quadratic residue modulo q. Hence any power of 10 is also a quadratic 
residue modulo q. Since there are p distinct powers of 10 modulo q and 
there are p nonzero quadratic residues modulo q, we deduce that every 
nonzero quadratic residue modulo q is a power of 10. Thus if we can find 
integers x,y that are relatively prime to q and such that q | 2? + y? +1 
we can find integers a and b such that q | 10°+10?+1 which will give the 
desired multiple. Consider the set A of all quadratic residues modulo 
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q, and the set B consisting of the remainders modulo q of the numbers 
—1 — a with a € A. Then A, B are subsets of {0,1,...,g — 1}, each with 
1 elements, thus AN B # Ø. It follows that there are integers x,y 
such that q | z? +y? +1. Since q = 3 (mod 4) (which follows from 
q = 2p + 1 and the fact that p is odd), corollary 5.28 shows that x and 
y are necessarily prime to q, which finishes the proof. O 


(Brazil 2012) Find the least positive integer n for which there is a positive 
integer k such that the last 2012 decimal digits of n? are all 1’s. 


Proof. Let s = 10. We need to understand the congruence n* = s 
(mod 10212). Note that 9s = —1 (mod 10°!) and in particular 9s = 
—1 (mod 16) and 9s = —1 (mod 5). Thus we find s = 7 (mod 16) and 
s =1 (mod 5). Hence n is clearly odd and k is clearly odd (if k is even, 
then n* = 1 (mod 8)). Hence n* = n (mod 8), and so n = 7 (mod 8). 
If n = 15 (mod 16), then we would get n? = 1 (mod 16) and në = 15 
(mod 16). Thus n = 7 (mod 16). The order of n modulo 5 must divide 
both 4 and k, and since k is odd, the order must be 1, ie. n = 1 
(mod 5). Combining these congruences, we obtain n = 71 (mod 80) 
and so n > 71. 


We will embark now on the technical part of the proof, showing that 
n = 71 is a solution of the problem, i.e. proving the existence of k > 
1 such that 9-71" = —1 (mod 107°!*). First, proposition 7.66 gives 
ordan (71) = 2N—3 and ordsn (71) = 5%—! for all N > 2. Next, we will 
prove in the next paragraph that for all N > 4 we can find l > 1 such 
that 9-71! = —1 (mod 2”) and m > 1 such that 9-71" = —1 (mod 5%). 
Assuming this for a moment, we can use the Chinese remainder theorem 
to obtain the existence of an integer k > 1 such that k =1 (mod 2-8) 
and k = m (mod 5‘~!). Then 9-71% = —1 (mod 10%) and taking 
N = 2012 finishes the proof. 

It remains to prove the existence of l and m. Since ordgn (71) 
we deduce that the numbers 1, 71,..., 7 give 2-3 pairwise dis- 


tinct remainders modulo 2, and since 71 = 7 (mod 16) and 71? = 1 
(mod 16), all these remainders are of the form 7+ 16r or 1+16r. On the 


— 9N- 
= 2073, 
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other hand, there are exactly 2—4 remainders modulo 2% of the form 


7+16r and 2N-4 remainders of the form 1 + 16r. We deduce that the 
remainders of 1,71, ..., 712775-1 modulo 2 are precisely all remainders 
of the form 7+ 16r and 1+ 16r. Since s = 7 (mod 16), it must be one of 
these remainders and hence l exists. Similarly, the powers of 71 modulo 
5 are exactly the numbers congruent to 1 modulo 5, and hence m exists. 
In conclusion the answer is n = 71. o 


(Nieuw Archief voor Wiskunde) Suppose that a > e = 1.43067.... 
Prove that for any n > 1, any sequence of n digits (between 0 and 9) 
occurs as a sequence of consecutive digits in the last [an] digits of some 
power of 2. 


Proof. Consider ao, ...,@n—1 € {0,1,...,9} and let 
A=aj+10a,+...+ 100 tas = Gn—1---Q0- 


We will prove that we can find [an] —n > s > 1 digits a1, ..., œs and 
k > n+ s such that setting 


B = Aay...a@5 = A : 10° + a : 10°71 + ... + @s 


we have 2* = B (mod 10"**). If we succeed in proving this, then the last 
n+s digits of 2” are the digits of B and since s < [an]—n, we deduce that 
A occurs among the last [an] digits of 2*. Let r = [an] —n and observe 
that our hypothesis yields 5!¢"] > 10”, thus 2+" < 10". It follows that 
there is a multiple Y of 2”*” in the interval (A-10",(A+1)-10"). Let s be 
the smallest positive integer for which we can find a multiple B of 2"+° 
in (A-10*,(A+1)-10*). We have just established that s < r = [an]—n. 
We claim that 5 does not divide B. Indeed, otherwise 10 | B and so 
s > 2, but then € (A- 10% 1,(A +1) - 10°!) and 2"*8"1 | Z,a 
contradiction with the minimality of s. Since 2 is a primitive root modulo 
5” (use theorem 7.108), there is an integer k > n + s such that B = 2* 
(mod 5"+S) and then clearly B = 2* (mod 10"+®), as desired. o 


Remark 8.28. One can prove that ee is the least number with this 
property. 
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44. Find all sequences of positive integers (an)n>1 such that 
a) mM—1Nn| am — an for all positive integers m, n; 


b) If m,n are relatively prime, then am and an are relatively prime. 


Proof. We prove first that ap is a power of p for any prime p. Suppose 
that p Æ q are primes and q | ap. Since q | dpig — dp, we have q | ap+q, 
but then gcd(ap, a@p+q) > 1 while gcd(p,p+q) = 1, a contradiction. Thus 
we can find a sequence of nonnegative integers (np) indexed by the set 
of odd primes such that ap = p”? for all p. 


Next, we prove that np = ng for all odd primes p,q. Fix a positive 
integer m and set u = eH an odd number since 4 does not divide 
p?” +1. Choose an integer n > m such that v := ee! is relatively prime 


to u (such n exists, since the numbers (C4) n51 are pairwise relatively 
prime, by an argument identical to that in example 3.12). Combining the 
Chinese remainder theorem and Dirichlet’s theorem yields the existence 
of a prime r such that 


r=p (modu) and r=q (mod v). 


We deduce that u | r—p | ar — ap = r™ — p™ and also u | r—p | 
r”r —p thus u | p”? —p”. Since the order of p modulo u is 2”* (this 
follows using the standard argument starting with p?” = —1 (mod u)) 
we deduce that 2™*1 | np — np. A similar argument shows that 2°*7 | 
Ng — Nr and since n > m we deduce that Dmt: Np — Ng. Since m was 
arbitrary, it follows that np = nq, as claimed. 


Write n for the common value n3 = ng = n7 = ni1 = ..., 80 that ap = p” 
for all odd primes p. If k is a positive integer and p is an odd prime, 
then p — k | ap — ak = p” — ap and since p — k | p” — k”, we deduce 
that p — k | ag — k”. Since this happens for any odd prime p, we obtain 
ak = k” for all k > 1. Conversely, it is clear that for any n > 0 the 
sequence (ap = k”),>1 satisfies the desired properties. o 
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45. (adapted after China TST 2012) Let n > 1 be an integer. Find all 


functions f : Z > {1,2,...,n} such that for each k € {1,2,...,n — 1} 
there is j(k) € Z such that for all integers m we have 


f(m+ i(k)) = f(m+k)—f(m) (mod n+1). 


Proof. Let f be a solution of the problem. Since f takes values between 
1 and n the given congruence shows that f(m + k) 4 f(m) for all m 
and all 1 < k < n—1. It follows that for all m € Z the numbers 
f(m), f(m+1),...,f(m+n-— 1) are pairwise distinct and so they must 
be a permutation of 1,2,...,n. Applying this to m and m+ 1 we deduce 
that f(m+n) = f(m) for all m, thus f is m-periodic. In particular, we 
may assume that j(k) € {0,1,...,n — 1} forall <k<n-1. 


Note that if f is a solution of the problem, then so is x œ f(z + a) for 
any integer a. In particular, we may assume that f(0) = 1, since we 
know that f takes the value 1 by the first paragraph. 

Then f(j(k)) = f(k) —1 (mod n+1) forl1<k<n-1. If j(k) £0, we 
deduce that f(j(j(k))) = f(k)—2 (mod n+1). Similarly, if j(j(k)) Æ 0, 
then f(j(7(j(k)))) = f(K) —3 (mod n+1). Since f does not take values 
which are multiples of n + 1, we deduce that there is a smallest positive 
integer a, < f(k) < n such that j%*(k) = 0, where j” denotes the r- 
fold composition of j with itself. Moreover, 1 = f(j**(k)) = f(k) — ak 
(mod n+ 1). Since f(1),..., f(n — 1) are pairwise incongruent modulo 
n + 1, we deduce that aj,...,a@n—1 are also pairwise incongruent modulo 
n+1, in particular pairwise distinct. Moreover, a1, ...,@n—1 E {1, 2,...,n} 
and we actually have a, # n for all k since if a, = n then the congruence 
f(k) — ax = 1 (mod n) cannot be satisfied with f(k) € {1,2,...,n}. 
Hence a1, ...,@n—1 must be a permutation of 1,2,....n.—1. 


Next, note that iterating the congruence f(m+j(k)) = f(m+k)-— f(m) 
(mod n + 1) we obtain f(m + j*(k)) = f(m + k) — sf(m) (mod n+ 1) 
for 1 < s < ax, thus for s = ap we obtain f(m + k) = (a, + 1)f(m) 
(mod n+ 1). But then f(m + sk) = (ap + 1) f(m) (mod n +1) for all 
s > 1. Applying this to s = n and using that f is n-periodic, we obtain 
f(m)((ag +1)” —1) = 0 (mod n+1) for all m € Zand all 1 <k<n-1. 


8.6. Congruences for composite moduli 681 


Taking m = 0 we deduce that n+ 1 | (a, +1)"—-—l1forl<k<n-1 
and since ay, ...,@,—1 are a permutation of 1, 2,...,n — 1, we deduce that 
n+1|2"-—1,3"—1,...,n"—1. It follows that n + 1 is relatively prime 
to 1,2,..,.n and so n + 1 is a prime. In particular, if n + 1 is composite 
then there is no such function f. 


Finally, suppose that n + 1 is a prime. Since f(m + 1) = (a1 + 1)f(m) 
(mod n + 1), it follows that f(m) = (a1 + 1)” (mod n+ 1) for m E€ Z. 
Since f(0), f(1),..., f(n — 1) are a permutation of 1,2,...,n, we deduce 
that g := a,+1 is a primitive root modulo n+1 and f(m) is the remainder 
of g” modulo n+1. Recalling that if f is a solution, then x +> f(a+2) is 
a solution for all integers a, we deduce that all solutions of the problem 
(when n + 1 is prime) are of the form f(x) = ag” (mod n+ 1) for some 
a € {1,2,...,2} and some primitive root g modulo n + 1. Conversely, it 
is easy to see that these are indeed solutions of the problem. O 
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